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Response to Letter I301 (Melissa Macko, April 22, 2010) 

I301-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I301-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I301-3 
The noise impacts along the Claltrain Corridor are rated low only for 
those alignment alternatives that are either in a tunnel or passing 
through sparsely populated areas.  Overall, the noise impact rating 
was identified at the program level to be "Medium" as shown in 
Table 3.4-4 in Chapter 3.4, Noise and Vibration, in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The medium noise impact rating is based on: (1) 
grade separations which would eliminate the need for bells at 
crossings and for the Caltrain trains to sound warning horns as they 
approach each grade crossing; and (2) lower operating speeds 
resulting in noise levels similar to the existing Caltrain operations.  
See also Standard Responses 3 and 5.   

I301-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 

would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

The photosimulation provided in the 2008 Final Program EIR shows 
a partially elevated railway crossing a partially depressed North Lane 
at the Burlingame Caltrain station. The trees of Washington Park 
would still be visible behind the new structure. They are tall and 
visually dominant. The grade-separation eliminates the barrier to 
access of closed crossing gates from the pedestrians, bicycles and 
auto traffic crossing from Burlingame Avenue towards the high 
school. 

I301-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-897

 
 

assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I301-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I301-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I301-8 
Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational 
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes. 

I301-9 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I301-10 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 
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I301-11 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.  
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Response to Letter I302 (Jim Baleix, April 26, 2010) 

I302-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I302-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I302-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 
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Response to Letter I303 (David J. Mani, April 24, 2010) 

I303-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I303-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I303-3 
See Response to Comment I299-2.  See Standard Response 6. 

I303-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 

construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I303-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I303-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
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impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I303-7 
See Response to Comment I003-19 regarding noise and vibration.  
Site specific noise and accessibility impacts during construction and 
operation of the HST to sensitive receptors, such as schools, will be 
part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The 
Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes.  Also see Standard Response 5. 

I303-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I303-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I304 (Frederick Galine, April 1, 2010) 

I304-1 
The safety considerations in system design are described in the 
Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The HST system will be 
designed as a fully access controlled guideway with intrusion 
monitoring systems.  In addition, the system will be fully grade 
separated.   

I304-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment that an at-grade or aerial 
alignment between San Jose and San Francisco will result in more 
deaths due to street-level accidents, or that the HST system will 
encourage “death by HST.”  The HST project under consideration in 
this Program EIR includes grade separations to fully separate the 
HST from local automobile and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project is 
therefore anticipated to improve existing safety conditions in those 
areas like the Caltrain corridor between San Francisco and San Jose 
that have current problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due 
to auto/rail grade crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully 
access-controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access 
controls on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, 
are anticipated to eliminate rather than increase the current 
condition on the Caltrain corridor where the easy pedestrian access 
to the rail tracks has resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide 
deaths on the corridor.  The Authority notes that high-speed train 
speeds along the Caltrain corridor would not exceed 125 mph.   

I304-3 
See Response to Comment 1304-2. 

I304-4 
See Response to Comment 1304-2. 

I304-5 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hazardous materials and 
wastes was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.11 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed information and analysis 
on potential hazardous materials/waste impacts and mitigation 
measures including those related to arsenic and naturally occurring 
asbestos will be included in project-level environmental documents.    
 
As part of the project-level environmental documents, a subsequent 
hazardous materials/waste analysis consisting of an environmental 
site assessment will be conducted to further analyze identified 
hazardous materials/waste sites and to further analyze and 
document the potential impacts related to the proposed project.  
This analysis will be prepared in conformance with the ASTM 
guidelines for preparing an environmental site assessment (E1527-
05).  Based on the information presented in the project-level 
environmental site assessment, a determination will be made 
regarding any sites that will need to have a Phase II environmental 
site assessment performed.  This recommendation for a Phase II 
assessment, along with the implementation of any recommendations 
made in the document prepared in conjunction with the Phase II 
assessment, would be identified as a mitigation measure for 
addressing the potential contamination sites along the identified 
alignment that require further investigation regarding hazardous 
materials/waste.  The assessment document would specify that the 
Phase II environmental assessment must be prepared in 
conformance with the ASTM Standards Related to the Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment Process (E1903-01). 
 
A mitigation strategy identified in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
the preparation of a Site Management Program/ Contingency Plan 
prior to construction to address known and potential hazardous 
material issues, including:  measures to address management of 
contaminated soil and groundwater; a site-specific Health and Safety 
Plan (HASP), including measures to protect construction workers and 
general public; and procedures to protect workers and the general 
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public in the event that unknown contamination or buried hazards 
are encountered.   

I304-6 
See Standard Response 7. 

I304-7 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   

I304-8 
See Standard Response 3.  More detailed information and analysis of 
noise  and vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis will include  impacts at sensitive 
receivers, such as residences, schools, and parks.   

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 

project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  

I304-9 
The Program EIR developed minority and low-income population 
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area 
where there were higher than average concentrations of 
environmental justice communities as compared to the  surrounding 
study area,  city and/or county as a whole.  In addition, the Program 
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the 
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice 
populations.  These factors provide a reasonable indication of where 
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur.  Because this is a 
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for 
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis 
and public outreach  will take place during project-level 
investigations to identify minority and low-income individuals 
including any dispersed locations of these populations and to 
consider potential localized disproportionately high and adverse 
effects.  See also Standard Responses 6 and 7. 

I304-10 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Noise was not one of those 
topics.  Please see Section 3.4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  
The design of noise barriers appropriate for the proposed HST would 
depend on the location and height of noise-sensitive buildings, as 
well as the speeds of the trains.  Noise barriers 8–10 ft tall could be 
installed where speeds are relatively low (i.e., wheel/rail noise 
dominates).  Higher noise barriers of 12–16 ft might be used to 
reduce noise to taller buildings or where speeds are high in noise-
sensitive areas.  In many locations, noise barriers could be installed 
on one side of the track only because of the location and proximity 
of noise-sensitive areas.  In no location are 40-foot tall soundwalls 
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proposed or feasible to construct.  More detailed consideration of 
noise impacts and mitigation measures such as soundwalls or other 
noise reducing measures will be included in project-level 
environmental documents.  See also Standard Response 5.  The 
Program EIR developed minority and low-income population 
percentage thresholds to identify locations within the study area 
where there were higher than average concentrations of 
environmental justice communities as compared to the  surrounding 
study area,  city and/or county as a whole.  In addition, the Program 
EIR evaluated size and type of right-of-way needed for the 
alignment alternatives and proximity to environmental justice 
populations.  These factors provide a reasonable indication of where 
potential benefits or disproportionate impacts to minority and low-
income populations would be most likely to occur.  Because this is a 
program-level document, the analysis considered the potential for 
environmental justice impacts on a broad scale.  Additional analysis 
and public outreach  will take place during project-level 
investigations to identify minority and low-income individuals 
including any dispersed locations of these populations and to 
consider potential localized disproportionately high and adverse 
effects.  See also Standard Response 3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-912

 
 

Comment Letter I305 (Bruce J. Eberly and Debra Gwin, April 25, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-913

 
 

Comment Letter I305 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-914

 
 

Response to Letter I305 (Bruce J. Eberly and Debra Gwin, April 25, 2010) 

I305-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I305-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I305-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I305-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I305-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I305-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I305-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I305-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I305-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I306 (Andrea Gailunas and James Aggen, April 2, 2010) 

I306-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I306-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I306-3 
See Response to Comment I056-2. 

I306-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I306-5 
See Standard Response 3.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  cumulative impacts from existing and proposed noise 
sources. 

I306-6 
"The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered that the distance measured between the tree canopy 
lining the right-of-way in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 
feet. This distance was compared to the width of the Caltrain right-
of-way south of SR 84, Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where 
there are already four tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the 
right-of-way in that section would be about 77 feet, as measured 

from an aerial photo. This lead to the determination that four tracks 
could be accommodated without removal of the existing trees. 

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that would not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
2008 Final Program EIR. From downtown, the station would remain 
the dominant feature at the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The 
eucalyptus would remain the dominant visual item along California 
Drive and Carolan Avenue. 

I306-7 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
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project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I306-8 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I306-9 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I306-10 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I306-11 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I306-12 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I307 (Jill Goldsmith, April 26, 2010) 

I307-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I307-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I307-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I307-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I307-5 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I307-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I308 (Brian S. Vina, April 25, 2010) 

I308-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I308-2 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed analysis of potential 
operational, maintenance, and temporary construction air quality 
impacts, including dust, will be provided during project-level 
environmental review, when more detailed information will be 
available concerning system design and placement as well as 
construction.  Mitigation strategies related to dust are discussed in 
Chapter 3.3.5 of the 2008 Final Program EIR and will be further 
refined at the project level.   

I308-3 
See Standard Response 3.      

More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I308-4 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I308-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I308-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I308-7 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I308-8 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I308-9 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I308-10 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I308-11 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I309 (James Wunderlich, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I309 (James Wunderlich, April 25, 2010) 

I309-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts (including 
nighttime levels)  and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.  The HST system will need to be completely grade 
separated on the peninsula corridor, eliminating both the train horn 
noise and the bell noise from the grade-crossing protection devices.  

I309-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I309-3 
Caltain's peak period and HST's peak period overlap. Restricting 
Caltrain's service to provide access for HST could severely hamper 
Caltrain's ability to provide service to its primary customers. If 
additional tracks were not added at points along the line, HST trains 
could get stuck running behind Caltrain stopping at stations along 
the line between San Jose and San Francisco, greatly increasing 
travel time for HST.  See Standard Response 10. 

I309-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 

decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.     

I309-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   See 
also Standard Response 6. 

I309-6 
See Response to Comment I299-2.  See Standard Response 6. 

I309-7 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.  Specific locations and the scale of construction impacts 
will be further examined in detail at the project level because they 
are a product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level.  Also as noted in 
Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations strategies such as 
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a traffic management plan would be prepared to reduce circulation 
and barrier effects during construction. 

I309-8 
See Standard Response 6. 

I309-9 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame will be undertaken as part of project 
level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

The program-level visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in Section 3.9 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR. The simulation considered that the distance measured 
between the canopy of the trees lining the right-of-way in 
Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was compared 
to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, Woodside 
Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four tracks for 
Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section is about 
77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without 
removal of the existing trees.  

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at 
the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus trees are anticipated 
to remain the dominant visual feature along California Drive and 
Carolan Avenue. 

I309-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I310 (Catherine Wright, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I310 (Catherine Wright, April 25, 2010) 

I310-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I310-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I310-3 
See Response to Comment I002-3. 

I310-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I310-5 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I310-6 
The Authority notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers. 

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.   

See also Standard Response 3 regarding level of detail. 
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Response to Letter I311 (Carol and Tom Gillett, April 24, 2010) 

I311-1 
The Authority is aware that litigation on a wide variety of issues is a 
risk with any major infrastructure project such as the high-speed 
train. 

I311-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The location and time of Board Meetings 
will be posted on the Authority web site. 

I311-3 
We acknowledge the comment advocating selection of a tunnel 
profile. Please see Standard Response 10 noting that below grade 
options will be investigated along the San Francisco to San Jose 
Corridor if that corridor is part of the selected network alternative.  
Also see Response to Comment I311-1. 

I311-4 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I311-5 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I311-6 
See Response to Comment I304-9. 

I311-7 
See Responses to Comments I311-1 and I311-3. 

I311-8 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 

2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.   

I311-9 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   
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I311-10 
More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  
See also Standard Responses 3 and 6. 

I311-11 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I311-12 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I311-13 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 

engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

The program-level visual assessment in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered the visual impact in Burlingame and produced a 
photosimulation that was presented in Section 3.9 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR. The simulation considered that the distance measured 
between the canopy of the trees lining the right-of-way in 
Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was compared 
to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, Woodside 
Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four tracks for 
Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section is about 
77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without 
removal of the existing trees. With the trees anticipated to remain, 
they would remain the dominant visual feature, making the visual 
impact of replacing the existing at-grade railway with HST and 
Caltrain on a retained embankment a low visual impact. 

I311-14 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I311-15 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
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follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I311-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 

noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I311-17 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I311-18 
Comment acknowledged.  The safety considerations in system 
design are described in the Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  
The HST system will be designed as a fully access controlled 
guideway with intrusion monitoring systems.  In addition, the system 
will be fully grade separated.  Profile variations will be considered as 
part of project-level environmental review. 

I311-19 
See Response to Comment I003-17. 

I311-20 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
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impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I311-21 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I311-22 
See Responses to Comments I311-1 and I311-3.  

I311-23 
The infrastructure for overhead electrification would likely be visible, 
but its visibility would be low. Consider that San Francisco's Union 
Square is bounded on two sides by overhead wires to power the 
City's electric buses. These wires and their poles, over busy city 
streets, are not highly visible at all and do not comprise part of one's 
visual memory of Union Square. The overhead would also be 
screened by vegetation along the railway, existing and future, and 
adjacent development. 

I311-24 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I312 (Jeff Londer, April 26, 2010) 

I312-1 
Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified impacts 
along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation strategies to 
address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discloses a higher level of land use impacts than previously 
anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting mitigation 
strategies to address significant impacts on the natural environment, 
communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new decision. 

I312-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I312-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 

design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I312-4 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I312-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I312-6 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I312-7 
See Standard Response 10. 

I312-8 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I312-9 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I312-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 
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I312-11 
A no-build option would assume Caltrain projects, with funding 
identified, would be implemented. 

I312-12 
See Response to Comment L020-14. 

I312-13 
Comment acknowledged.  We note that the ridership forecasts were 
developed by a highly reputable outside firm under contract to the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, which led the effort to 
develop a new statewide model to forecast ridership and revenue for 
high-speed rail. See also Standard Response 4. 

I312-14 
Comment acknowledged. See Standard Response 10 regarding 
vertical profile alternatives. 

I312-15 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Response to Letter I313 (Mary and Richard Griffin, April 24, 2010) 

I313-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I313-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I313-3 
See Response to Comment I299-2.  See Standard Response 6. 

I313-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 

same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I313-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I313-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
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along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I313-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I313-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I313-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I314 (Pam Lampkin, April 26, 2010) 

I314-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  
This analysis will include impacts to sensitive receivers, including 
residences, schools, and hospitals. 

I314-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I314-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I314-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I314-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I314-6 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Like the original Bay Area 
to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I314-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I314-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I314-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I315 (Amanda Larkin, April 26, 2010) 

I315-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I315-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I315-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I315-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I315-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I315-6 
Site specific noise analysis, including a detailed evaluation of impacts 
to sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent 
project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will consider the comment as 
part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 
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I315-7 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I316 (Amy Lennane, April 26, 2010) 

I316-1 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Noise was not one of those 
topics.  Please see Section 3.4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.   
More detailed consideration of noise impacts and mitigation 
measures such as soundwalls or other noise reducing measures will 
be included in project-level environmental documents.  See also 
Standard Responses 5 and 6. 

I316-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I316-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I316-4 
Detailed circulation, parking, pedestrian, bicycle,  transit, 
construction and cumulative transportation impacts of the HST 
Project  will be fully analyzed in the project-level EIR/EIS.  This 
information will be documented in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and 
Parking Report including (1) Changes in traffic volumes on local 
streets that result from project and from project construction and 
the effect of these changed volumes on roadway operations and 
critical intersections. (2)The analysis of number of parking spaces 
required and the placement of the parking facilities will be evaluated. 
Potential parking impacts will be evaluated based on the existing and 
future parking supply and the projected parking demand. Parking 
demand will be based upon the patronage and mode of access 

forecasts at each proposed station, including parking and related 
circulation impacts for adjacent neighborhoods. (3) Potential impacts 
to transit including potential for inadequate capacity of feeder bus 
service, potential for traffic congestion from project to disrupt or 
delay bus service that serve or run near stations or other transit 
operations. Potential impacts of project construction on transit 
service will also be evaluated in detail. (4)The project-level traffic 
impact analysis study will also evaluate the effect of the project and 
project construction on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to 
and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed information and 
analysis of potential traffic impacts including  impacts to pedestrian 
and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be included 
in project-level EIR/EISs and documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report. (5) Cumulative  potential traffic 
impacts due to the proposed project. 

I316-5 
The project-level traffic impact analysis study will evaluate the effect 
of the project on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to 
and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed information and 
analysis of potential traffic impacts including  impacts to pedestrian 
and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be included 
in project-level EIR/EISs and documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report. 

I316-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 
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Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I316-7 
See Response to Comment I306-8.   

I316-8 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I316-9 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I316-10 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I316-11 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I317 (Joshua Galanter M.D. and Alexandra Galanter, April 27, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I317 (Joshua Galanter M.D. and Alexandra Galanter, April 27, 2010) 

I317-1 
The visual assessment in Chapter 3.9 of the 2008 Final Program EIR 
considered that the distance measured between the tree canopy 
lining the right-of-way in Burlingame would be between 75 and 85 
feet. This distance was compared to the width of the Caltrain right-
of-way south of SR 84, Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where 
there are already four tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the 
right-of-way in that section would be about 77 feet, as measured 
from an aerial photo. This lead to the determination that four tracks 
could be accommodated without removal of the existing trees. With 
the trees remaining to obscure the view of the HST, the visual 
impact was assessed to be low.  See Standard Response 6.   

I317-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I317-3 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 

construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.     

See also Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I317-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I317-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-965

 
 

strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I317-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 

potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I317-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I317-8 
Site specific noise analysis, including a detailed evaluation of impacts 
to sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent 
project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will consider the comment as 
part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I317-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I317-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I318 (Elisa Odabashian, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I318 (Elisa Odabashian, April 26, 2010) 

I318-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise and vibration, air 
quality, and home values.  Comment acknowledged.  TThe 2008 
Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.   
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on residential 
property values.   

I318-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I318-3 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I318-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-

way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

The Burlingame airport hotels are located east of US 101. There are 
two crossings of US 101 from the area where the hotels are located 
into Burlingame.  Broadway crosses US 101 near the center of the 
airport hotel area. After crossing US 101, it crosses the Caltrain 
corridor.  Once a driver finds their way onto Broadway across US 
101, they are deposited directly into the Broadway business district 
of Burlingame.  The introduction of HST would provide a grade 
separation at Broadway so that drivers, cyclists and pedestrians will 
no longer face closed crossing gates when trains pass through the 
area. 

The second crossing of US 101 is Peninsula Avenue, located south of 
the hotel area. Due to its distance from the hotels, it is unlikely that 
this would be a preferred route to access Burlingame, especially the 
Broadway business district.  Still, if a driver were to utilize Peninsula 
Avenue, they would find again it would lead to the west side of the 
Caltrain/HST corridor in a straight line.  There would likely be a 
grade-separated crossing at the railway tracks with the HST project. 

I318-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
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strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I318-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I318-7 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I318-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. See Response to Comment 
I028-10. 

I318-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I319 (Catherine J. M. Nilmeyer, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I319 (Catherine J. M. Nilmeyer, April 25, 2010) 

I319-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I319-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I319-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I319-4 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I319-5 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to the physical 

environment.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
these impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR 
discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse 
environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location 
of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Accordingly, a 
change in the alternative selected would reduce or eliminate impacts 
to trees and vegetation along a particular alignment but would not 
eliminate altogether the impacts of constructing and/or 
implementing the HST system.  

I319-6 
The HST system would operate over a fully grade-separated, 
dedicated track alignment; therefore, it would not affect pedestrian 
access time.    Site specific noise, air quality, and accessibility 
impacts during construction and operation of the HST to sensitive 
receptors such as schools, will be part of subsequent project-level 
environmental documents.  The Authority will consider the 
comments as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  See also 
Standard Response 5. 

I319-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I319-8 
As noted in Table 2.5-4 of the 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS (page 2-
43), the US 101 option was rejected from further consideration.  As 
shown in the table, principal reasons for rejection of these 
alignments included construction, right-of-way, and environmental 
concerns, particularly visual and land use (right-of-way acquisition) 
impacts.   
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Comment Letter I320 (Amelia Nash, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I320 (Amelia Nash, April 24, 2010) 

I320-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I320-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I320-3 
See Response to Comment I299-2.  See Standard Response 6. 

I320-4 
See Response to Comment I002-3. 

I320-5 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I320-6 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I321 (Kara Gardner, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I321 (Kara Gardner, April 26, 2010) 

I321-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.   

Also see Standard Response 5. 

I321-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I321-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I321-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I321-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I321-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I321-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I321-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I321-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I322 (Eileen Easterbrook, April 26, 2010) 

I322-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I322-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I322-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I322-4 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I322-5 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I322-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I323 (Jeff and Sharon Inokuchi, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I323 (Jeff and Sharon Inokuchi, April 25, 2010) 

I323-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I323-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I323-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I323-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses related to 
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance 
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project 
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I323-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
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separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I323-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I323-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I323-8 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I323-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I323-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I324 (Joya De Ranieri, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I324 (Joya De Ranieri, April 20, 2010) 

I324-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I324-2 
See Standard Response 6. 

I324-3 
See Standard Response 3.          
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I324-4 
Comments noted. As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 
Final Program EIR, the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be 
primarily within an existing active commuter and freight rail corridor 
and therefore would not constitute any new physical or psychological 
barriers that would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, 
individuals, or community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted 
in a finding of no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  
In addition, construction of grade separations where none previously 
existing would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  
The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   

I324-5 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority has received a number of 
comments expressing concern over the impacts of the HST being 
placed an elevated structure.  The Authority is evaluating multiple 
profile alternatives at the project level including at-grade and below 
grade alternatives (trench and tunnel) in addition to an aerial 

profile.Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train 
operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be 
part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The 
Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes.  See also Standard Response 5. 

I324-6 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I324-7 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I324-8 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

The alignment, as depicted in the 2008 Final Program EIR, is within 
the existing Caltrain right-of-way along Carolan Avenue and east of 
California Drive. Your address is two blocks west of California Drive, 
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on the west side of Laguna Avenue, according to Google Maps. The 
train would be over blocks from your living room, so the impacts to 
your residence and the neighborhood surrounding it should be 
negligible.  

I324-9 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I324-10 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 

significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I324-11 
See Response to Comment I249-10 regarding ADA. 

I324-12 
The visual assessment in the Program EIR considered that the 
distance measured between the canopy of the trees lining the right-
of-way in Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
is about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without 
removal of the existing trees. 

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at 
the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus will remain the 
dominant visual item along California Drive and Carolan Avenue.  
Alternative configurations will be analyzed as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS, including underground options.  

I324-13 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I325 (Kerry Inokuchi, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I325 (Kerry Inokuchi, April 25, 2010) 

I325-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I325-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I325-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I325-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 

one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses related to 
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance 
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project 
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I325-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
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construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I325-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 

strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I325-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I325-8 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I325-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I325-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I326 (Greg R. Frazer, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I326 (Greg R. Frazer, April 26, 2010) 

I326-1 
See Response to Comment I002-3. 

I326-2 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I326-3 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 

I326-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I326-5 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.   

Also see Standard Response 5. 

I326-6 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I326-7 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I326-8 
The comment requests information about mitigation as specific 
addresses.  See Standard Response 3 about the level of detail for 
impacts analysis and mitigation in the program EIR. 

I326-9 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
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alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid problems.  The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to 
investigate profile alternatives to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded it's July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about 
tunnel and trench options being considered in preliminary 
alternatives screening for project-level environmental documents can 
be found on the Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3 
regarding level of detail. 

The Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority 
has substantial evidence supporting the elimination of I-280 
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR.  See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR (page 19).  The Authority and the FRA considered a 
potential HST alternative along I-280 between San Francisco and 
San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the 
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process.  The I-280 
alternative was screened out from further study in the program 
environmental documents for practicability reasons.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case held the Authority has 
substantial evidence supporting the elimination of U.S. 101 
alignment alternative from study in the 2008 Bay Area to Central 
Valley Program EIR.  See Appendix A of the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR (page 19). The Authority and the FRA considered a 
potential HST alternative along U.S. 101 between San Francisco and 

San Jose as part of the Statewide Program EIR/EIS process and the 
Bay Area to Central Valley Program EIR/EIS process.  The U.S. 101 
alternative was screened out from further study in the program 
environmental documents for practicability reasons.  The Authority 
and FRA revisited this alignment alternative as part of the 
alternatives screening for the project level environmental 
documents.  The alternatives analysis affirmed the previous 
conclusions that this alternative was not practicable.     

The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 
The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I327 (Vicki Friedberg and William Pollock, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I327 (Vicki Friedberg and William Pollock, April 25, 2010) 

I327-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I327-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I327-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I327-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 

one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I327-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I327-6 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I327-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I327-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I328 (Natalie Shevelyov, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I328 (Natalie Shevelyov, April 25, 2010) 

I328-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2.   

I328-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I328-3 
See Response to Comment I299-2.  See Standard Response 6. 

I328-4 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I328-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I328-6 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
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construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I328-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I328-8 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I328-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I328-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I329 (Andy Sells, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I329 (Andy Sells, April 25, 2010) 

I329-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2.   

I329-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I329-3 
See Response to Comment I299-2.  See Standard Response 6. 

I329-4 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I329-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 

impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I329-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I329-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I329-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I330 (Lisa Smith, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I330 (Lisa Smith, April 26, 2010) 

I330-1 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 
carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.     

I330-2 
Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational 
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes.  See Standard Response 5. 

I330-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I331 (Don Donoughe and Beth Concoby, April 26, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1013

 
 

Comment Letter I331 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1014

 
 

Comment Letter I331 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1015

 
 

Response to Letter I331 (Don Donoughe and Beth Concoby, April 26, 2010) 

I331-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I331-2 
See the Response to Comment I333-1 concerning noise and 
vibration.  Also see Standard Response 5. 
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property 
values. 

I331-3 
See Standard Response 3.        

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I331-4 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I331-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 

would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I331-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
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project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I331-7 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I331-8 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I331-9 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I331-10 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I331-11 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I332 (Karen D. Sparks, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I332 (Karen D. Sparks, April 26, 2010) 

I332-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I332-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I332-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I332-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 

full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption fr relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I332-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  
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I332-6 
See Response to Comment I249-10 regarding ADA. 

I332-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I332-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I333 (Tara and Fred Klein, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I333 (Tara and Fred Klein, April 2, 2010) 

I333-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I333-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The HST stations are intended to be multi 
model stations that will provide the train rider access to connecting 
modes of transportation.  See 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 2, 
discussing the objective of mutli model hubs and the use of 
connectivity and accessibility to other modes as a screening tool for 
consideration of alternatives.  See also Standard Response 4. 

I333-3 
See Standard Response 3.          
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I333-4 
The comment expresses an opinion about the tradeoffs of the 
benefits and impacts.  Comment acknowledged. 

I333-5 
See the Response to Comment I333-3.  The project-level noise 
analysis will include  impacts at sensitive receivers, such as 
residences, schools, and parks.   

I333-6 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I333-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 

trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I333-8 
See Response to Comment I004-3. 

I333-9 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I333-10 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
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engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I333-11 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 

significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I333-12 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I333-13 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I333-14 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I333-15 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

I333-16 
Comment acknowledged.  See Chapter 1, Purpose and Need and 
Objectives, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.  Also see Standard 
Response 4. 
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Response to Letter I334 (Paula Crosatto, April 26, 2010) 

I334-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I334-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I334-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I334-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I334-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  There is 
the potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I334-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I334-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I334-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I334-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I335 (Jennifer Slaboda, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I335 (Jennifer Slaboda, April 23, 2010) 

I335-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I335-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I335-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I335-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I335-5 
See Response to Comment I306-8.   

I335-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I335-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I335-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I335-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I336 (Lesley A. Stolz, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I336 (Lesley A. Stolz, April 26, 2010) 

I336-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Resposne 5. 

I336-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I336-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 

design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I336-4 
See Response to Comment I306-8.   

I336-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I336-6 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I336-7 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I337 (David H. Harris, April 23, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1038

 
 

Comment Letter I337 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1039

 
 

Response to Letter I337 (David H. Harris, April 23, 2010) 

I337-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I337-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I337-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I337-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I337-5 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I337-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I337-7 
See Response to Comment I002-3. 

I337-8 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 

presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I337-9 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I337-10 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I337-11 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I338 (Lauren Cony and David Hackos, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I338 (Lauren Cony and David Hackos, April 25, 2010) 

I338-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I338-2 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I338-3 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I338-4 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I338-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I338-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I338-7 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I338-8 
The comment expresses concerns about impacts to San Mateo and 
other Peninsula cities.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that 
the HST project would result in significant impacts to the physical 
environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each 
involve adverse environmental impacts, along with substantial 
project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the 
EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant 
adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and 
location of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional 
site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-
level EIR/EISs.   
 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I338-9 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
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will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I338-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Response to Letter I339 (Sharers, April 11, 2010) 

I339-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The May 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified impacts along the Caltrain corridor and identified mitigation 
strategies to address the impacts.  The current Revised Draft 
Program EIR discloses a higher level of land use impacts than 
previously anticipated.  The Authority will consider adopting 
mitigation strategies to address significant impacts on the natural 
environment, communities, and neighborhoods when it makes a new 
decision.  Comment about being a neighborhood or local expert is 
acknowledged.   

I339-2 
See Standard Responses 3 and 5.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, and air 
quality impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs.   

I339-3 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I339-4 
The visual assessment in the Program EIR considered that the 
distance measured between the canopy of the trees lining the right-
of-way in Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
is about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without 
removal of the existing trees. 

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at 

the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus will remain the 
dominant visual item along California Drive and Carolan Avenue.  
Alternative configurations will be analyzed as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS, including underground options.   

I339-5 
The August 2001 California HST Program EIR/EIS Task 2.3.1R Bay 
Area to Merced Corridor High Speed Train Alignments/Stations 
Screening Evaluation analyzed an alignment from San Jose to 
Oakland using I-880. Station options included Mowry Avenue 
(Fremont), I-880/Hegenberger and three Oakland terminal locations, 
Lake Merritt BART, West Oakland BART, or 12th Street/City Center 
BART.  

Analysis found that: 

 The I-880 (Entire Segment) Alignment would require significant 
right-of-way in the more northern area to be able to expand the 
highway sufficiently to allow for high-speed tracks in the median. 

 The I-880 Alignment aerial configuration is similar to the Mulford 
Alignment. It would require construction of footings within the 
highway right-of-way and lane closures during construction. This 
likely would result in off-peak construction. As the highway 
narrows, requiring full median widening, construction issues 
would be similar to major highway reconstruction – demolition of 
existing adjacent property, new noise walls, demolition of 
existing noise walls, construction of new highway lanes, and 
maintenance of traffic. 

 Both the Mowry and Hegenberger stations would need to be 
constructed above an active freeway and neither would provide 
a direct connection with an existing rail service. 

The I-880 alignment alternative was dropped from further analysis. 

Please also note that the lack of a quick connection from HST to SFO 
would eliminate the ability to easily utilize the HST to connect to 
flights, abandoning the opportunity to scale back the short and 
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expensive connecting flights from locations like Fresno. A BART trip 
from Oakland 12th Street to SFO takes 45 minutes. 

I339-6 
Comment acknowledged. 

I339-7 
See the Response to Comment I339-2.  The project-level noise 
impact will consider any removal of vegetation that would be 
required for the construction of HST and the resulting influence on 
noise levels. 

I339-8 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I339-9 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   
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Comment Letter I340 (Irina Shevelyov, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I340 (Irina_Shevelyov, April 25, 2010) 

I340-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I340-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I340-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I340-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I340-5 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I340-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.  More detailed impact analyses related to 
HST system construction including trackway, stations, maintenance 
facilities, transmission lines, staging areas, and other project 
elements will be performed during the project-level EIR/EIS analysis, 
when more detailed design, location, and phasing/duration 
information will be available for the selected HST alignment.  The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses.  See Also 
Response to Comment L003-108. 

I340-7 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I340-8 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
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project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I340-9 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I340-10 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I340-11 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I341 (Laura Hesselgren, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I341 (Laura Hesselgren, April 26, 2010) 

I341-1 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3. 

Visual impacts would vary with location. The 2008 Final Program EIR 
shows HST as being on retained fill, with a grade separation at 
Bayswater Avenue.  The Final Program EIR visual simulation of the 
HST at the Burlingame Caltrain station depicted a grade separation 
that raised the railway partially and depressed North Lane partially. 
This would place HST at approximately 10-12 feet above the existing 
grade as it passes through this part of Burlingame. This would be 
barely perceptible from five blocks away, approximately the location 
of your residence.  As a viewer got closer, the grade separation 
would block more of the view, but in context, the existing historic 
depot building blocks the view of the hills from Burlingame Avenue.     

I341-2 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I341-3 
See Standard Response 3.        

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I341-4 
The visual assessment in the Program EIR considered that the 
distance measured between the canopy of the trees lining the right-
of-way in Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
is about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without 
removal of the existing trees. 

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at 
the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus will remain the 
dominant visual item along California Drive and Carolan Avenue.  
Alternative configurations are now under study as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS, including underground options.   

I341-5 
Comments acknowledged. Please see Standard Response 8 for 
information on the Business Plan regarding funding. Over 45 years in 
many countries around the world, HST has repeatedly proven its 
ability to cover its operating costs and return a profit. 

I341-6 
This is not a comment on the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.   The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses 
those topics identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton 
litigation as requiring corrective work under CEQA.  The purpose of 
the project was not one of those topics. See Chapter 1, Purpose and 
Need and Objectives, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.   
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Comment Letter I342 (Sonya Hong, April 27, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1055

 
 

Response to Letter I342 (Sonya Hong, April 27, 2010) 

I342-1 
See Response to Comment I002-2.   

I342-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I342-3 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the San Francisco to San Jose corridor would be primarily within an 
existing active commuter and freight rail corridor and therefore 
would not constitute any new physical or psychological barriers that 
would divide, disrupt, or isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or 
community focal points in the corridor.  This resulted in a finding of 
no community cohesion impacts at the program level.  In addition, 
construction of grade separations where none previously existing 
would improve circulation between neighborhood areas.  The 
Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade between San Francisco and San 
Jose.  Although the Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program 
decision, the commitment to examine profile alternatives has been 

carried forward into the project level alternatives screening.   See 
also Standard Response 6. 

I342-4 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I342-5 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I342-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1056

 
 

Comment Letter I343 (Stephen Hamilton, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I343 (Stephen Hamilton, April 24, 2010) 

I343-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I343-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I343-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 

minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I343-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I343-5 
Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
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acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1059

 
 

Comment Letter I344 (Melinda Saunders, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I344 (Melinda Saunders, April 26, 2010) 

I344-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I344-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I344-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I344-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR.   

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I344-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I344-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I344-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I344-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I344-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I345 (Katie Treu, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I345 (Katie Treu, April 25, 2010) 

I345-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I345-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I345-3 
This comment expresses an opinion about the Authority and whether 
or not the project should move forward, but does not address any 
environmental issues.  Comment acknowledged. 

I345-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 

design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I345-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
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encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I345-6 
See Response to Comment I306-8.   

I345-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I345-8 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I345-9 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I345-10 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I346 (Lisa Happich, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I346 (Lisa Happich, April 26, 2010) 

I346-1 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I346-2 
Site specific noise/vibration, construction, and train operational 
impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes.  See also Standard Response 5. 

I346-3 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I346-4 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I346-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 

May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I346-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 

I346-7 
This comment urgest the Authority to make sure HSR is done right 
and is something to be proud of.  Comment acknowledged.  The 
comment also expresses concerns about quality of life issues.   See 
Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 
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Comment Letter I347 (Ursula and Kevin Morgenstern, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I347 (Ursula and Kevin Morgenstern, April 25, 2010) 

I347-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I347-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I347-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I347-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 

one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I347-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I347-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I347-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I347-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I347-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I348 (Lynn Hawthorne and Shane Spiegelman, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I348 (Lynn Hawthorne and Shane Spiegelman, April 24, 2010) 

I348-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I348-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I348-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I348-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I348-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I348-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I348-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I348-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I348-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I349 (Maureen A. and Beatrice A. Boland, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I349 (Maureen A. and Beatrice A. Boland, April 25, 2010) 

I349-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I349-2 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I349-3 
See Response to Comment I028-9.   

I349-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 

project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I349-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I349-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
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EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I349-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I349-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I349-9 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  
 

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I350 (Julie Baird and Laurie Simonson, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I350 (Julie Baird and Laurie Simonson, April 26, 2010) 

I350-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I350-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I350-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I350-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I350-5 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I350-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route and vertical profile 
alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I351 (Renee Ballinger, April 27, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I351 (Renee Ballinger, April 27, 2010) 

I351-1 
See Response to Comment I299-1.   

I351-2 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I351-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I351-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I351-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 
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I351-6 
The HST project under consideration in the Program EIR includes 
grade separations to fully separate the HST from local automobile 
and pedestrian traffic. The HST project is therefore anticipated to 
improve existing safety conditions in those areas like the Caltrain 
corridor between San Francisco and San Jose that have current 
problems with pedestrian/auto/rail accidents due to auto/rail grade 
crossings.  The HST project also includes a fully access-controlled 
guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access controls on the HST 
guideway, combined with the grade separation, are anticipated to 
eliminate rather than increase the current condition on the Caltrain 
corridor where the easy pedestrian access to the rail tracks has 
resulted in the unfortunate problem of suicide deaths on the 
corridor. 

I351-7 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I351-8 
See Response to Comment I249-10 regarding ADA. 

I351-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I352 (Louise Bonomo, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I352 (Louise Bonomo, April 25, 2010) 

I352-1 
See Standard Responses 3 and 5.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  
This analysis will include  impacts at sensitive receivers, such as 
residences, schools, and parks. 

I352-2 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I352-3 
The potential impacts of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently under evaluation as part of project level 
engineering and environmental document. Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, visual quality, and traffic will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Removal of eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the 
Caltrain corridor will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational 
and construction impacts including those related to the removal of 
eucalyptus trees along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part 
of project-level EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts 
will be further examined in detail at the project level because they 
are a product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level.  

I352-4 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I353 (Juan Martinez, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I353 (Juan Martinez, April 25, 2010) 

I353-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 
I353-2 

The visual assessment in the Program EIR considered that the 
distance measured between the canopy of the trees lining the right-
of-way in Burlingame is between 75 and 85 feet. This distance was 
compared to the width of the Caltrain right-of-way south of SR 84, 
Woodside Road, in Redwood City, where there are already four 
tracks for Caltrain. The total width of the right-of-way in that section 
is about 77 feet, as measured from an aerial photo. This lead to the 
determination that four tracks could be accommodated without 
removal of the existing trees.   

The ability to add the two tracks to the existing Caltrain alignment 
and design a grade separation that did not visually dominate the 
existing Burlingame station lead to the visual impact ranking in the 
EIR. From downtown, the station will remain the dominant feature at 
the foot of Burlingame Avenue. The eucalyptus will remain the 
dominant visual item along California Drive and Carolan Avenue.  
Alternative configurations will be analyzed as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS, including underground options.  
Very few, if any, of trees along California Drive would need to be 
removed based on the program design. 

I353-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I353-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
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Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I353-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I353-6 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I353-7 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I353-8 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Response to Letter I354 (Susan May, April 25, 2010) 

I354-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.   

Also see Standard Response 5. 

I354-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I354-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I354-4 
See Standard Response 6. 

I354-5 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level. 

I354-6 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I355 (Kim Miller, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I355 (Kim Miller, April 25, 2010) 

I355-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I355-2 
The commenter states that the HST should be put in a tunnel to 
avoid dividing neighborhoods and causing impacts.  The Authority 
Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to 
avoid and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, 
aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has rescinded it's July 
2008 program decision, the commitment to examine profile 
alternatives has been carried forward into the project level 
alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and trench 
options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening for 
project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  See also Standard Response 3.  

I355-3 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I355-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I355-5 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I356 (Jane A. Behrens, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I356 (Jane A. Behrens, April 26, 2010) 

I356-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration. 

I356-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I356-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I356-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 
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I356-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 

I356-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I356-7 
See Response to Comment I292-8.   

I356-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I356-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding route alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I357 (Beth Beisecker, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I357 (Beth Beisecker, April 26, 2010) 

I357-1 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I357-2 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I357-3 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I357-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 

assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 

Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I357-5 
As noted in Chapter 3.7, Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, 
the project would construct grade separations where none previously 
existing thereby improving circulation between neighborhood areas 
and schools, businesses and other destinations.  There is the 
potential for temporary circulation impacts to occur during 
construction.   Specific locations and the scale of construction 
impacts will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because they are a product of the HST system design, and the detail 
necessary to identify the presence of the impact, the level of 
significance, and mitigation can only be done at the project level.  
Also as noted in Chapter 3.7 of the Final Program EIR, mitigations 
strategies such as a traffic management plan would be prepared to 
reduce circulation and barrier effects during construction. 
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I357-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 
EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I357-7 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I358 (Ash Mcneely, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I358 (Ash Mcneely, April 24, 2010) 

I358-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise and vibration, air 
quality, and home values.  Comment acknowledged.  TThe 2008 
Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.   
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on residential 
property values.   

I358-2 
See Response to Comment I031-2 regarding noise and vibration.  
Also see Standard Response 5. 

I358-3 
See Response to Comment I296-2 regarding community cohesion 
and neighborhoods.   

I358-4 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor is currently underway as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses.  Operational and 
construction impacts including those related to the addition of HST 
trains to the Caltrain corridor,  Caltrain service, HST catenary 
system, and visual quality impacts will be addressed as part of 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

Visual impacts of the HST system for the San Francisco to San Jose 
corridor were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in the Final Program EIR, in 
most locations the addition of two tracks within the Caltrain right-of-
way would result in a low impact while in some locations there would 
be a high visual impact such as where vegetation and landscaping 
would be removed, addition of pedestrian overcrossings, or where 
the HST alignment would pass over roadways.  However, overall the 
visual impact was identified to be low.  The March 2010 Revised 
Draft EIR Material identified that some limited right-of-way 
acquisition would be required along the Caltrain corridor between 
San Francisco and San Jose in some narrow areas.  As part of the 
follow-on preliminary engineering and project-level EIR/EIS effort, 
design variations may be applied to reduce some of the impacts to 
properties and visual impacts. 

I358-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. The 2008 Final Program EIR, Chapter 3.18, 
describes construction methods and typical impacts.  Mitigation 
strategies were discussed under the various topics in Chapter 3 of 
the Final Program EIR. 

Construction impacts for the HST project vary with location. A 
detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor will be undertaken as part of project level 
engineering and environmental analyses. It is assumed in the 
Program EIR that Caltrain and HST would remain within the existing 
right-of-way at most locations, but some temporary construction 
detours for automobile traffic and shooflies (temporary detours for 
railway tracks) would be necessary. The specific design and 
subsequent impacts of temporary construction impacts cannot be 
assessed until at least 15% engineering design is complete and the 
full extent of impacts cannot be understood until 30% engineering 
design is complete during the project level analysis. 
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Potential impacts include street disruption for relocation of utilities, 
raising or lowering the grade of the street for a railway grade 
separation, temporary full or partial closure for grade separation 
construction or a railway shoofly, loss of on-street parking for the 
same reasons. Mitigations for these impacts are developed at the 
project level, once sufficient engineering work has been completed. 
Potential mitigations could include complex construction staging to 
minimize the size/scope of street detours/closures or railway 
shooflies, creation of temporary replacement parking, increased 
traffic control staff and devices to mitigate temporary lane 
reductions, educational programs to help motorists avoid 
construction areas, utilize temporary parking facilities, or activities to 
encourage patronage of affected commercial areas. Mitigations for 
noise during construction can include early construction of sound 
walls, temporary sound walls and restricted work hours. The 
Authority would work with local agencies prior to and during 
construction to minimize impacts on adjacent land uses. 

I358-6 
A detailed impacts analysis of the addition of the HST service to the 
Caltrain corridor in Burlingame is currently underway as part of 
project level engineering and environmental analyses.   Removal of 
eucalyptus trees and other mature trees along the Caltrain corridor 
will be avoided to the extent possible.  Operational and construction 
impacts including those related to the removal of eucalyptus trees 
along the Caltrain corridor will be addressed as part of project-level 

EIR/EIS.  Specific locations and the scale of impacts will be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.  

I358-7 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail.  Site specific noise analysis, including a 
detailed evaluation of impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level EIR/EISs.  The Authority will 
consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I358-8 
See Response to Comment I028-10. 

I358-9 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.  
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Comment Letter I359 (Linda Hower, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I359 (Linda Hower, April 25, 2010) 

I359-1 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I359-2 
See Standard Response 6. 

I359-3 
See Standard Response 3.          
More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, air quality, 
and community impacts and mitigation will be included in project-
level EIR/EISs.   

I359-4 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I359-5 
See Standard Response 5.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, 
and train operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I359-6 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I360 (John Beebe, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I360 (John Beebe, April 26, 2010) 

I360-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I360-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I360-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I360-4 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 

impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I360-5 
The Authority has revised and recirculated portions of the May 2008 
Final Program to address the court ruling in the Town of Atherton 
CEQA litigation.  That ruling required the Authority to address the 
effect of UPRR’s refusal to share its rights-of-way.   The Authority 
has done so in its Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  The text 
identifies that proximity to UPRR poses challenges for both Pacheco 
and Altamont network alternatives and that on balance the 
challenges appear to be less for Pacheco than for Altamont.  
Nevertheless, the Program EIR does not conclude that UPRR’s 
position results in either Altamont Pass or Pacheco Pass network 
alternatives being infeasible.  The Authority continues to believe that 
the Program EIR considers the most promising and practicable 
alternatives for both Altamont and Pacheco network alternatives and 
that another review and reconsideration of previously rejected 
alignment alternatives or additional variations of these alternatives is 
not necessary.  Appendix 2-G of the Final Program EIR describes 
that an Altamont Pass alignment along SR-84 and south of Livermore 
(“SR-84/South of Livermore” alternative) would present more 
significant environmental impacts than those alternatives analyzed in 
the main text of the Final Program EIR.  This conclusion remains the 
same and will be part of the Authority Board’s record when it 
considers making new decisions regarding the revised Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR. 

I360-6 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
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requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance.   

I360-7 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR summarized support for the 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives and the Altamont Pass network 
alternatives.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material included an 
updated version of this information based on input received through 
March 2010.  This information was provided to the public and the 
decision-makers to identify the wide divergence of opinion with and 
the controversy over which pass for the HST system should connect 
the Bay Area to the Central Valley.    

I360-8 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 

by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  See Standard Response 8 and 
responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR Comment Letter). 

 I360-9 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.  Also see Standard 
Response 5.   

I360-10 
The use of "exclusive guideway" and "shared guideway" are 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2005 Final Statewide 
Program EIR. The reasons for removing alternatives, some with 
exclusive guideway, are documented in Chapter 2 of the Final 
Statewide Program EIR and Appendix 2-G of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  The HST system predominately uses infrastructure completely 
dedicated to HST compatible services (exclusive guideway).  The 
Caltrain right-of-way from San Francisco to San Jose is 
recommended as a “shared-use” or “shared guideway” section (see 
2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised Progam 
EIR Materials).  UPRR does not own the right-of-way between San 
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Francisco and San Jose.  See Standard Response 9 and responses to 
comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter).   

I360-11 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I360-12 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I360-13 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 
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Response to Letter I361 (Danielle Davenport, April 25, 2010) 

I361-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I361-2 
We disagree.  One purpose of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material was to address the land use and property impacts 
associated with UPRR's position related to use of its right of way for 
the high-speed rail system. 

I361-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

I361-4 
We disagree.  See Response to Comment I361-2. 

I361-5 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I361-6 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Agriculture was not one of 
those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.8 of the May 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  Routes of electrical transmission lines to the HST depend on 
detailed engineering to determine where the line would interface 
with the existing power grid and where the feeder lines will connect 
to the railway. This will be addressed at the project level when 
sufficient design has been completed.   

I361-7 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 
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Response to Letter I362 (Melisse Basso, April 23, 2010) 

I362-1 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Site specific impacts 
regarding noise/vibration and impacts on schools and agricultural 
land will be part of the subsequent project-level environmental 
documents.  The Authority will consider the comment as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS processes.  Please see Standard Response 6 
regarding effect of the project on property values, communities, and 
quality of life. 

I362-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I362-3 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

 

 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1120

 
 

Comment Letter I363 (Martin Engel, March 15, 2010) 

  



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1121

 
 

Comment Letter I363 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1122

 
 

Comment Letter I363 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1123

 
 

Response to Letter I363 (Martin Engel, March 15, 2010) 

I363-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR/EIS and the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material are program documents, providing information 
and analysis to assist the Authority in making a fundamental choice 
of a preferred alternative within the broad Bay Area to Central Valley 
corridor.   The analysis is commensurate with the level of detail 
available for the network alignments.  See also Standard Response 2 
regarding the tiered planning and environmental processes and 
Standard Response 3 regarding the level of impacts analysis and 
mitigation. 

I363-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 

I363-3 
Please see Response to Comment I363-1 and 2 above. 
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Response to Letter I364 (Joseph P. Thompson, March 23, 2009) 

I364-1 
Comment noted. This comment refers to prior comments that were 
responded to as part of the FRA’s and Authority’s certified statewide 
program EIR/EIS (November 2005), see Response to Comments of 
Joseph P. Thompson, March 10, 2004 (Letter I015). For the 
response to UPRR letter see Standard Response 9. 

I364-2 
See Response to Comment I364-1. 

I364-3 
See Response to Comment I364-1. 

I364-4 
See Response to Comment I364-1. 

I364-5 
See Response to Comment I364-1. See also Standard Response 8 
regarding the Business Plan. 

I364-6 
Comment acknowledged.  See Standard Response 9 and Responses 
to Comments O002-UPRR. 

I364-7 
The comment expresses opposition to HSR in California.  Comment 
acknowledged. 
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Response to Letter I365 (Joseph Thompson, March 10, 2004) 

I365-1 
Attachments to comment I364. See response to comment I364-1. 

I365-2 
Attachments to comment I364. See response to comment I364-1. 

I365-3 
Attachments to comment I364. See response to comment I364-1. 
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Response to Letter I366 (Joseph P. Thompson, March 31, 2010) 

I366-1 
Background material acknowledged. The Authority disagrees with 
the comments regarding addiction, fatal flaws, the examples offered 
of failed railroads and acquisitions of socialist spending. 
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Response to Letter I367 (Jeff Amstutz, April 20, 2010) 

I367-1 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I367-2 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I367-3 
We disagree with this comment.  Neither the ridership forecasts nor 
the project costs were issued identified by the Suprior Court for 
further corrective work under CEQA.  The ridership forecasts utilized 
in the Program EIR are adequate for assessing environmental 
impacts at a general level of detail as well as for identifying 
estimated capital costs and estimated operations and maintenance 
costs.  See Chapter 4 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  Also see 
Standard Response 4 regarding the ridership forecasts. 

I367-4 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.    
The ratings used for the impact analysis of land use is discussed in 

both the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR. 

I367-5 
Visual impacts are not relative to lifestyle. They are analyzed against 
existing views and environments. The 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR considered a HST built mostly adjacent to the existing UPRR 
through South Santa Clara County. Building HST adjacent to the 
existing railway was accurately described as having a low visual 
impact, because it would be adding something visually similar to the 
existing environment. Higher, "Medium" rankings were applied to 
locations where the HST would be more visually apparent.  

I367-6 
The potential to induce sprawl was addressed in Chapter 5 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.   

I367-7 
See the response to Comment I367-4.   The 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified that the HST project would result in significant impacts to 
the physical environment.  Refer to Chapter 4, Costs and Operations, 
in the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 5 in the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material for a discussion of how capital costs and 
operation and maintenance costs were developed.  At each stage of 
the project development process, estimates will be further refined 
based on more detailed engineering. 
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Response to Letter I368 (Sharon Conway-Mullis, April 26, 2010) 

I368-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I368-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I368-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I368-4 
See Response to Comment I128-3. 

I368-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I368-6 
See response to comment I360-5. 

I368-7 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter). 
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I368-8 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I368-9 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 

presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I368-10 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I368-11 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I368-12 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
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Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I368-13 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I368-14 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 

requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   

I368-15 
Comment noted on Proposition 1A.  See Standard Response 4 
regarding ridership.  The 2009 Business Plan notes the difference in 
ridership numbers used for investment forecasts and those used for 
the purpose of assessing environmental impacts and mitigation 
needs.  See 2009 Business Plan, p. 70, fn. 20. 

The ridership and revenue modeling and resulting forecasts provide 
an appropriate tool for the environmental anlaysis for which it has 
been used.  See Standard Response 4.   The 2010 Revised Final 
Program EIR, which includes the May 2008 Final Program EIR, 
discusses the impacts of the project on adjacent land uses.  These 
issues will be examined further in more detail as part of project-level 
environmental documents.   

I368-16 
Please see Standard Responses 6 and 7. 

I368-17 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Response to Letter I369 (Michael Delmonico, April 25, 2010) 

I369-1 
Comment noted as to Proposition 1A.    This is not a topic area 
noted in the Superior Court judgment in the Town of Atherton case 
as requiring additional work under CEQA. 

I369-2 
Comment acknowledged.   

I369-3 
Comment acknowledged. Running HST adjacent to the UPRR right-
of-way is what has been studied in the program EIRs and is also 
under analysis in the current project-level work.  See Standard 
Response 9 and responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment 
letter). 

I369-4 
Changes in traffic volumes on surface streets located near Gilroy 
station and the effect of these changed traffic volumes on traffic 
operations on roadways and critical intersections will be evaluated in 
the project-level traffic impact analysis study. Detailed information 
and analysis of potential traffic impacts due to the proposed project 
including HST stations and feasible mitigation measures will be 
included in project-level EIR/EISs.  

I369-5 
Comment noted.   The Authority high-speed train project that has 
been analyzed in the 2005 Statewide Program EIR and the current 
Revised Program EIR is consistent with the requirements in 
Proposition 1A.  The ridership modeling that has been developed to 
date indicates sufficient ridership for the HST system to be 
profitable.   
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Comment Letter I370 (Jackie Kendrick, April 13, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I370 (Jackie Kendrick, April 13, 2010) 

I370-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I370-2 
The comment expresses concerns about community division and 
blight.  Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified that the HST project would result in significant impacts to 
the physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in 
the EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of visual and land use 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I370-3 
See Standard Response 3.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise, vibration, and 
electomagnectic fields impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs.   

I370-4 
Comment acknowledged.  The ridership modeling that has been 
developed to date indicates sufficient ridership for the HST system to 
be profitable. See Standard Response 4. 

I370-5 
Project benefits are noted in Chapter 5, Economic Growth and 
Impacts, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.  An HST system would 
provide user benefits (travel-time savings, cost reductions, accident 
reductions) and accessibility improvements for California’s citizens; in 
addition to HST travelers, travelers on other modes of transportation 
can accrue these user benefits, as trips are diverted from highways 
and airports, resulting in reduced congestion.  An HST system would 
improve accessibility to labor and customer markets, thereby 
potentially improving the competitiveness of the state’s industries 
and the overall economy.  With this second effect, businesses that 
locate close to an HST station could operate more efficiently than 
businesses that locate elsewhere.  Experience from overseas 
suggests that this competitive advantage may be quite pronounced 
in high-wage employment sectors that are frequently in high 
demand in many communities.  This second effect would be much 
stronger with an HST project than under the No Project Alternative.   
See also Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA 
and property values. 
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Response to Letter I371 (Floyd Kendrick, April 26, 2010) 

I371-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I371-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I371-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I371-4 
See Response to Comment I128-3. The ridership and revenue 
modeling and resulting forecasts provide an appropriate tool for the 

environmental analysis for which it has been used, including 
forecasts of potential ridership originating  in Gilroy.  See Standard 
Response 4. 

I371-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I371-6 
According to Bay Area Toll Authority documents, widening of the San 
Mateo bridge was completed in 2003 and Caltrans completed a 
bridge retrofit in 2000. 

I371-7 
See response to comment I360-5. 

I371-8 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
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judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance.   

I371-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR summarized support for the 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives and the Altamont Pass network 
alternatives.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material included an 
updated version of this information based on input received through 
March 2010.  This information was provided to the public and the 
decision-makers to identify the wide divergence of opinion with and 
the controversy over which pass for the HST system should connect 
the Bay Area to the Central Valley.    

I371-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter). 

I371-11 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 

centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I371-12 
The use of "exclusive guideway" and "shared guideway" are 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2005 Final Statewide 
Program EIR. The reasons for removing alternatives, some with 
exclusive guideway, are documented in Chapter 2 of the Final 
Statewide Program EIR and Appendix 2-G of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  Regarding UPRR's position on sharing its right-of-way,  please 
see Standard Response 9. 
 

I371-13 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
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treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I371-14 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I371-15 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I371-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 

because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I371-17 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I371-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
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involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 
to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I371-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 
regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 
documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I371-20 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 

one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I371-21 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   
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Comment Letter I372 (Steve Kendrick, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I372 (Steve Kendrick, April 21, 2010) 

I372-1 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

 

The Authority Board committed in July 2008 to investigate profile 
alternatives to avoid and minimize potential impacts, including 
trench, tunnel, aerial, and at-grade.  Although the Authority has 
rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the commitment to 
examine profile alternatives has been carried forward into the 
project level alternatives screening.  Greater detail about tunnel and 
trench options being considered in preliminary alternatives screening 
for project-level environmental documents can be found on the 
Authority's website.  

See Standard Response 6 regarding project impacts on residential 
property values. 

I372-2 
See Standard Response 3.          
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I372-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR assessed impacts with an 
alignment along the existing Union Pacific Railroad. The project-level 
EIR/EIS to be undertaken will analyze impacts to the alternatives 
developed from Scoping meetings held in 2009, including those 
along US 101 in Morgan Hill, San Martin and Gilroy. 
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Comment Letter I373 (Carolyn Kendrick, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I373 (Carolyn Kendrick, April 23, 2010) 

I373-1 
Running HST adjacent to the Union Pacific (formerly Southern 
Pacific) right-of-way is what has been studied in the Program EIRs 
and is also under analysis in the current project-level work.  Also see 
Standard Response 9 and responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR 
comment letter). 

I373-2 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Impacts to biological resources and mitigation 
strategies were considered in Chapter 3.15 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The Authority is commited to using design practices 
such as locating the HST adjacent to existing transportation corridors 
and mitigation strategies such as wildlife culverts and revegetation 
or off-site mitigation areas to minimize biological impacts. More 
detailed analysis of potential impacts and specific mitigation 
measures will be provided during project-level environmental review, 
when more detailed information will be available concerning system 
design and placement, and alignment variations will also be further 
considered.   

I373-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR assessed impacts with an 
alignment along the existing Union Pacific Railroad. The project-level 
EIR/EIS to be undertaken will analyze impacts to the alternatives 
developed from Scoping meetings held in 2009, including those 
along US 101 in Morgan Hill, San Martin and Gilroy. 

I373-4 
See Standard Response 6. 

I373-5 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Neither soils, water, or 
hazardous materials were one of those topics.  Please see the 
discussion of impacts and mitigation strategies in Sections 3.13, 
Geology and Soils, 3.14, Hydrology and Water Resource, and 3.11, 
Hazardous Materials/Wastes of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  
Potential impacts, interpreted to mean contamination by hazardous 
materials,  to soil and water would be evaluated during the project 
level environmental process.  Typically no contamination would be 
anticipated.  More detailed information and analysis will be part of a 
project-level EIR/EIS because the determination of impact is a 
product of the HST system design and can only be done at the 
project level.  See also Standard Response 3. 

I373-6 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Electromagnetic fields (EMF) 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.6 of the May 
2008 Final Program EIR.  The analysis identified that the HST project 
(and it's electrical supply and facilities) would have minimal 
electromagnetic interference (EMI)/EMF exposures at levels for 
which there are no documented health risks are anticipated and that 
EMI/EMF concerns are less than significant at the programmatic level 
under CEQA and not significant under NEPA.  Furthermore, the 
Authority in the CEQA findings and the FRA in the ROD for the 2005 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS adopted design practices and mitigation 
strategies to address potential EMI/EMF issues for the HST system to 
be applied and refined at the project-level in the future.  It is 
anticipated that the use of the design practices and mitigation 
strategies will reduce exposure to EMFs and reduce the potential for 
EMI with biomedical devices to the lowest practical level.   
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Standard design practices for overhead catenary power supply 
system substations, transmission lines, and vehicles of the approved 
HST system include the use of appropriate materials, spacing, and, if 
necessary, shielding to avoid potential EMF/EMI impacts and to 
reduce the EMFs and EMI to a practical minimum.  More detailed 
information and analysis on potential EMI/EMF impacts will be 
included in project-level environmental documents.   

I373-7 
See Response to Comment I156-5. 

I373-8 
See Standard Response 3.       

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I373-9 
See Standard Response 3.          
More detailed information and analysis of vibration impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I373-10 
Detailed information and analysis of potential traffic impacts and 
feasible mitigation measures will be included in project-level 
EIR/EISs. More information about traffic operation conditions and 
road closures will be available at this stage. 

I373-11 
The Authority has not assumed that the City of Gilroy would pay for 
a HST Station or parking structure at Gilroy.  Please refer to Chapter 
6 of the 2008 Final Program EIR in regards to “Station Area 

Development”, this section discusses how cities are encouraged to 
use “value-capture techniques to finance and maintain station 
amenities and public spaces needed to create an attractive 
pedestrian environment” (page 6-3).  Parking is expected to be at 
market rate and that parking structures can be financed through the 
private sector.   

I373-12 
The derivation of the ridership forecasts  is explained in Chapter 2 of 
the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  See also Standard Response 4. 

I373-13 
The HST system is designed to accommodate twelve trains per hour 
in each direction. The number of trains operating throughout the day 
will vary, with peaks occurring in the mornings and evenings.  

Different fares have been used to test different ridership scenarios. 
These fares are less than comparable air fares. Please see Standard 
Response 4 for more information on ridership. 

I373-14 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 

I373-15 
See Standard Response 7. 

I373-16 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 
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Comment Letter I374 (Tom Kruse, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I374 (Tom Kruse, April 26, 2010) 

I374-1 
Comment acknowledged.  We note that the Authority's 2005 
Program EIR/EIS for the Statewide High-Speed Train System 
identified the high-speed train as providing far fewer environmental 
impacts than the alternative of expanding existing freeways, 
airports, and conventional rail systems to meet the State's future 
transportation demands. 

I374-2 
This comment states that an elevated alignment would divide 
California in two with aa wall and fences.  As noted in Chapter 3.7, 
Land Use, in the 2008 Final Program EIR, the San Francisco to San 
Jose corridor would be primarily within an existing active commuter 
and freight rail corridor and therefore would not constitute any new 
physical or psychological barriers that would divide, disrupt, or 
isolate neighborhoods, individuals, or community focal points in the 
corridor.  Also, visual mitigation strategies were included the 2008 
Final Program EIR to minimize impacts of the project including using 
aesthetic treatments, landscaping, and design.  The Authority Board 
committed in July 2008 to investigate profile alternatives to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts, including trench, tunnel, aerial, and 
at-grade between San Francisco and San Jose.  Although the 
Authority has rescinded its July 2008 program decision, the 
commitment to examine profile alternatives has been carried forward 
into the project level alternatives screening.  
 
The comment also expresses concerns about wildlife movement 
across the HSR alignment.  Mitigation strategies to minimize impacts 

on sensitive species and habitat and wildlife movement corridors are 
included in the 2008 Final Program EIR.  These include the 
following:  

 Construct wildlife underpasses, bridges, and/or large culverts to 
facilitate known wildlife movement corridors. 

 Ensure that wildlife crossings are of a design, shape, and size to 
be sufficiently attractive to encourage wildlife use. 

 Provide appropriate vegetation to wildlife overcrossings and 
undercrossings to afford cover and other species requirements. 

 Establish functional corridors to provide connectivity to protected 
land zoned for uses that provide wildlife permeability. 

 Design protective measures for wildlife movement corridors in 
consultation with resource agencies. 

 Use aerial structures or tunnels to allow for unhindered crossing 
by wildlife. 

I374-3 
The program-level HST ridership analysis shows a strong ridership 
for the High-Speed Rail system. It is anticipated that many travelers 
will use the HST system as a faster option to congested road travel 
and expensive air travel.  See Standard Response 4. 
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Comment Letter I375 (Connie Martin, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I375 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I375 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I375 (Connie Martin, April 26, 2010) 

I375-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I375-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I375-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I375-4 
We disagree with the comment.  The ridership and revenue model 
provides an appropriate tool for the environmental analysis for which 

it has been used.  Information about subsequent ridership in the 
2009 Business Plan, which was prepared for a different purpose, 
does not render the 2007 forecasts invalid.  See Standard Response 
4, explaining the differences in the ridership forecats for 
environmental review versus business planning purposes.  We also 
note that economic shifts over the last number of years do not result 
in a need to revise the ridership forecasts prepared in 2007 because 
long-range forecasts use adopted projections of employment and 
population from the Department of Finance and regional 
governments across the general business cycle and are not designed 
to be limited to particular types of business conditions.  We note that 
the important factor is consistently applying future population and 
employment assumptions across alternative scenarios, and this was 
done. 

I375-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I375-6 
According to Bay Area Toll Authority documents, widening of the San 
Mateo bridge was completed in 2003 and Caltrans completed a 
bridge retrofit in 2000. 

I375-7 
See response to comment I360-5. 
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I375-8 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance.   

I375-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR summarized support for the 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives and the Altamont Pass network 
alternatives.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material included an 
updated version of this information based on input received through 
March 2010.  This information was provided to the public and the 
decision-makers to identify the wide divergence of opinion with and 
the controversy over which pass for the HST system should connect 
the Bay Area to the Central Valley.    

I375-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 

discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
response to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter). 

I375-11 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I375-12 
The use of "exclusive guideway" and "shared guideway" are 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2005 Final Statewide 
Program EIR. The reasons for removing alternatives, some with 
exclusive guideway, are documented in Chapter 2 of the Final 
Statewide Program EIR and Appendix 2-G of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  Regarding UPRR's position on sharing its right-of-way,  please 
see Standard Response 9. 
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I375-13 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I375-14 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I375-15 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 

identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I375-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I375-17 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
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the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I375-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 
to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I375-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 
regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 

documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I375-20 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I375-21 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
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2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   
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Comment Letter I376 (Connie Rogers, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I376 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I376 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I376 (Connie Rogers, April 26, 2010) 

I376-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I376-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I376-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I376-4 
We disagree with the comment.  The ridership and revenue 
modeling provides an appropriate tool for the environmental analysis 

for which it has been used.  Information about subsequent ridership 
in the 2009 Business Plan, which was prepared for a different 
purpose, does not render the 2007 forecasts invalid.  See Standard 
Response 4, explaining the differences in the ridership forecats for 
environmental review versus business planning purposes.  We also 
note that economic shifts over the last number of years do not result 
in a need to revise the ridership forecasts prepared in 2007 because 
long-range forecasts use adopted projections of employment and 
population from the Department of Finance and regional 
governments across the general business cycle and are not designed 
to be limited to particular types of business conditions.  We note that 
the important factor is consistently applying future population and 
employment assumptions across alternative scenarios, and this was 
done. 

I376-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I376-6 
See response to comment I360-5. 

I376-7 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
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use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter). 

I376-8 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I376-9 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 

visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I376-10 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I376-11 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 
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I376-12 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I376-13 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Agriculture was not one of 
those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.8 of the May 2008 Final Program 
EIR regarding mitigation strategies and the program level.  Specific 
mitigation measures will  depend on detailed engineering at the 
project level to determine final impacts to prime farmland, and other 
agricultural resources.  The project-level EIR/EIS will consider 
impacts on the Santa Clara County agricultural preserve.   

I376-14 
See Response to Comment I376-13.  Portions of the HST may be 
elevated through floodplains on elevated structures or on berms 

designed to pass flood flows.  As the comment states, this may also 
result in impacts to farmland.  Impacts to agricutlural operations due 
to access and specfic impacts to farmland will be identified as part of 
the project-level EIR/EIS.   

I376-15 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I376-16 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 
to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1280

 
 

Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I376-17 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 
regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 
documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I376-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 

impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I376-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   

I376-20 
The revised project description between San Jose and Gilroy does 
not result in changes to the discussion of cultural resources beyond 
what was identified in the Revised Draft Program EIR related to 
Keesling's shade trees.  The analysis for cultural resources in the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR identified that there are historic 
resources likely to occur along the HST alignment in Gilroy that may 
result in an adverse effect.  It is extremely rare for vibration from 
train operations to cause any sort of building damage.  Any 
potentially fragile historic buildings located near a proposed 
alignment will receive case by case review in the project-level 
studies pursuant to the FRA Guidance Manual and the standards set 
by the Secretary of the Interior for historic structures.  Mitigation 
strategies would also be utilized during construction to minimize 
vibration impacts.  See also Standard Response 6. 
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I376-21 
Comment acknowledged.  Such a concept can be investigated as 
part of the project level environmental document. 

I376-22 
The analysis for cultural resources was included in the 2008 Final 
Program EIR, Chapter 3.12, Cultural Resources and Paleontological 
Resources.  Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act (36 CFR § 800), the procedures to be followed at the project 
level include identification of resources, evaluation of their 
significance under the National Register of Historic Places and CEQA, 
identification of any substantial adverse effects, and evaluation of 
potential mitigation measures.  Specific resources within the Area of 
Potential Effects will be further examined in detail at the project level 
because the identification of potentially affected resources and 
project effects and mitigation are dependent on the HST location 
and system design, and can only be done at the project level.  See 
Standard Response 3 and Response to Comment I376-20. 
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Comment Letter I377 (Robin C. Silvera-Vasquez, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I377 (Robin C. Silvera-Vasquez, April 15, 2010) 

I377-1 
This comment expresses concerns about the possible health effects 
of noise, vibration, high-voltage towers, constant rail traffic, and 
accidents, and these effects near schools and hospitals.   
 
Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the 
EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of noise, vibration, EMF, 
traffic, and safety impacts will be conducted for the project-level 
EIR/EISs.  

I377-2 
The visual impacts in the Gilroy area were assessed in the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR to be low, with the exception of elevated 
stations at either Morgan Hill or Gilroy, which were rated medium. 
Through Morgan Hill, San Martin and Gilroy, the HST would run next 
to the existing Union Pacific Railroad, on the east side, at grade. This 
is a low visual impact, as it is adding two new tracks next to one or 
two existing tracks.  

Though the open space, outside the built-up areas of Morgan Hill, 
San Martin and Gilroy, the line would be at grade next to an existing 
railroad. The visual impact was analyzed to be low, meaning little or 
no degradation of the aesthetics of existing landscapes or open 
space. 

Traffic to any proposed HST station site would be analyzed in the 
project-level EIR/EIS and plans for mitigations will be provided for 
additional traffic caused by the traffic.  

Please see Standard Response 6 regarding property value. 

Procedures for maintaining the HST's infrastructure can be detailed 
in the project-level EIR/EIS. Potential deterrents to perceived signs 
of blight such as graffiti could include the addition of vines to the 
concrete surfaces of columns and walls, landscaping to obscure the 
HST tracks from adjacent neighborhoods, and maintenance 
agreements to ensure the timely removal of any potential graffiti.   

I377-3 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I377-4 
The HST is designed to serve intercity trips throughout the state.  To 
meet the purpose and need of the HST system, alignments and 
stations have been identified to provide service to cities across the 
state.  The Authority notes that an east foothill alignment was 
withdrawn from consideration in 2005.  Among the reasons for 
withdrawal were potential environmental concerns.  The Authority 
also notes that this alignment was not adjacent to an existing 
transportation corridor.  The Authority’s planning for the HST system 
since 2000 has been consistently based on locating the HST corridor 
within or adjacent to major existing transportation corridors, such as 
rail or highway corridors.  See Standard Response 10 regarding 
underground options.   

The Authority appreciates the comment.  Site specific environmental 
impacts during construction and operation of the HST will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes. 
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Comment Letter I378 (Kathleen Swindle, April 1, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I378 (Kathleen Swindle, April 1, 2010) 

I378-1 
The 2005 Statewide Program EIR identified alternatives to meet the 
mobility goals of the state of California in the year 2020. The 
alternative to continue to rely on piecemeal expansion of airports 
and highways (the Modal Alternative) proved more costly and 
environmentally damaging than the HST alternative. Based on that 
analysis, the implementation of a statewide HST system provides the 
most economically frugal solution. 

I378-2 
See Standard Responses 3 and 5.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.  This analysis 
will include  cumulative impacts from existing and proposed noise 
sources. 
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Comment Letter I379 (Yvonne Sheets-Saucedo, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I379 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I379 (Yvonne Sheets-Saucedo, April 23, 2010) 

I379-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I379-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I379-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I379-4 
We disagree with the comment.  The ridership and revenue 
modeling provides an appropriate tool for the environmental analysis 

for which it has been used.  Information about subsequent ridership 
in the 2009 Business Plan, which was prepared for a different 
purpose, does not render the 2007 forecasts invalid.  See Standard 
Response 4, explaining the differences in the ridership forecats for 
environmental review versus business planning purposes.  We also 
note that economic shifts over the last number of years do not result 
in a need to revise the ridership forecasts prepared in 2007 because 
long-range forecasts use adopted projections of employment and 
population from the Department of Finance and regional 
governments across the general business cycle and are not designed 
to be limited to particular types of business conditions.  We note that 
the important factor is consistently applying future population and 
employment assumptions across alternative scenarios, and this was 
done. 

I379-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I379-6 
According to Bay Area Toll Authority documents, widening of the San 
Mateo bridge was completed in 2003 and Caltrans completed a 
bridge retrofit in 2000. 

I379-7 
See response to comment I360-5. 
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I379-8 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance.   

I379-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR summarized support for the 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives and the Altamont Pass network 
alternatives.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material included an 
updated version of this information based on input received through 
March 2010.  This information was provided to the public and the 
decision-makers to identify the wide divergence of opinion with and 
the controversy over which pass for the HST system should connect 
the Bay Area to the Central Valley.    

I379-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 

discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter). 

I379-11 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I379-12 
The use of "exclusive guideway" and "shared guideway" are 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2005 Final Statewide 
Program EIR. The reasons for removing alternatives, some with 
exclusive guideway, are documented in Chapter 2 of the Final 
Statewide Program EIR and Appendix 2-G of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  Regarding UPRR's position on sharing its right-of-way,  please 
see Standard Response 9. 
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I379-13 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I379-14 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I379-15 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 

identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I379-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I379-17 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
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the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I379-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 
to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I379-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 
regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 

documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I379-20 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I379-21 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
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2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   
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Comment Letter I380 (Steve Paszkiewicz, April 24, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I380 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I380 (Steve Paszkiewicz, April 24, 2010) 

I380-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I380-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I380-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I380-4 
We disagree with the comment.  The ridership and revenue 
modeling provides an appropriate tool for the environmental analysis 

for which it has been used.  Information about subsequent ridership 
in the 2009 Business Plan, which was prepared for a different 
purpose, does not render the 2007 forecasts invalid.  See Standard 
Response 4, explaining the differences in the ridership forecats for 
environmental review versus business planning purposes.  We also 
note that economic shifts over the last number of years do not result 
in a need to revise the ridership forecasts prepared in 2007 because 
long-range forecasts use adopted projections of employment and 
population from the Department of Finance and regional 
governments across the general business cycle and are not designed 
to be limited to particular types of business conditions.  We note that 
the important factor is consistently applying future population and 
employment assumptions across alternative scenarios, and this was 
done. 

I380-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I380-6 
According to Bay Area Toll Authority documents, widening of the San 
Mateo bridge was completed in 2003 and Caltrans completed a 
bridge retrofit in 2000. 

I380-7 
See response to comment I360-5. 
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I380-8 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance.   

I380-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR summarized support for the 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives and the Altamont Pass network 
alternatives.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material included an 
updated version of this information based on input received through 
March 2010.  This information was provided to the public and the 
decision-makers to identify the wide divergence of opinion with and 
the controversy over which pass for the HST system should connect 
the Bay Area to the Central Valley.    

I380-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 

discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
responses to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter). 

I380-11 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-
mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I380-12 
The use of "exclusive guideway" and "shared guideway" are 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2005 Final Statewide 
Program EIR. The reasons for removing alternatives, some with 
exclusive guideway, are documented in Chapter 2 of the Final 
Statewide Program EIR and Appendix 2-G of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  Regarding UPRR's position on sharing its right-of-way,  please 
see Standard Response 9. 
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I380-13 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I380-14 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I380-15 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 

identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I380-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I380-17 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
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the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I380-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 
to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I380-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 
regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 

documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I380-20 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I380-21 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
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2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   
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Comment Letter I381 (Marifaith Hackett, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I381 (Marifaith Hackett, April 22, 2010) 

I381-1 
The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project would 
result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 
network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of noise, vibration, EMF, traffic, and safety impacts will be 
conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I381-2 
The Authority disagrees.  The current Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material is part of the Authority's first-tier, programmatic CEQA 
compliance.  The level of detail in the impacts analysis is tailored to 
the level of detail of the decision under consideration.   

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.     
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Comment Letter I382 (David Altscher, April 3, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I382 (David Altscher, April 3, 2010) 

I382-1 
Comment acknowledged.  We disagree that the ridership forecasts 
are overstated.  See Standard Response 4.   

I382-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I382-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

I382-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

I382-5 
The Authority disagrees with your statement. For more information 
on the funding plan, please see the Authority's Business Plan.  Also 
see Standard Response 8. 
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Comment Letter I383 (Joe Ruk, April 8, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I383 (Joe Ruk, April 8, 2010) 

I383-1 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  The purpose of the project 
was not one of those topics. See Chapter 1, Purpose and Need and 
Objectives, in the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The documet 
appropriately addresses those environmental topics per CEQA.  See 
Standard Response 3.   

I383-2 
Please see Standard Response 4 concerning fares used for ridership 
modeling. Travel time in the air is not the same as trip time. Trip 
time includes factors such as access a station or airport, passing 
through the facility and the wait for the vehicle to depart. Time to 
pass through an airport is significant, mainly delays due to security 
procedures and the time necessary to board aircraft. 

I383-3 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I383-4 
See Standard Response 4 regarding Ridership Modeling. 

I383-5 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I383-6 
Comment acknowledged. 

I383-7 
The Authority  notes that the Draft and Final Program EIRs did 
evaluate alternatives that would terminate in San Jose and not travel 
up the Peninsula on the Caltrain Corridor.  These alternatives 
included Altamont Pass Network Alternative with Oakland and San 
Jose Termini; Altamont Pass with San Jose Terminus; Altamont Pass 
with San Jose, Oakland and San Francisco via  Transbay Tube; 
Pacheco Pass with Oakland San Jose Termini; Pacheco Pass with San 
Jose Terminus; Pacheco Pass with San Jose, Oakland, and San 
Francisco via Transbay Tube; Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local 
service) with Oakland and San Jose Termini; and Pacheco Pass with 
Altamont pass (local service) with San Jose Terminus.  

The Authority will make a new decision on a network alternative to 
carry into the project level environmental document.  The 
alternatives that avoid the Caltrain corridor are not the staff 
recommended network alternative, but will be considered by the 
Authority as part of the new decision.  Public comments supporting 
terminating HST service in San Jose will be part of the record that 
the Board considers.   
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Comment Letter I384 (Joan Peceimer, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I384 (Joan Peceimer, April 18, 2010) 

I384-1 
Comment of support is acknowledged.
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Comment Letter I385 (David Woodbury, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I385 (David Woodbury, April 26, 2010) 

I385-1 
Comment of support is acknowledged.
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Comment Letter I386 (Richard L. Palmisano, March 22, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I386 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I386 (Richard L. Palmisano, March 22, 2010) 

I386-1 
We disagree with this comment.  The Authority has provided notice 
of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material to all commenters 
on the 2008 Final Program EIR, as well as all individuals, 
organizations, and entities identified on a mailing list for project-level 
environmental studies related to the HST system within the Bay Area 
to Central Valley study area. 

I386-2 
Comments acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR considered 
alternatives from the Central Valley to the Bay Area. Should a 
Network Alternative be chosen that includes Pacheco Pass, the San 
Jose to Merced Project EIR will consider alignment alternatives in six 
subsections between San Jose and Merced. A number of alignment 
alternatives were brought forth in the Scoping process conducted in 
2009, including several in the subsection between Bailey Road and 
Casa de Fruta. Four of those alternative alignments, all which pass 
through San Martin, will be reviewed as part of the project-level 
environmental analysis. 

I386-3 
The Authority disagrees with the comment. The station selection 
process is part of the review of alternatives for the current San Jose 
to Merced Project EIR, described in Response to Comment I386-2. 

I386-4 
This comment states that a 50-foot study corridor is too narrow for 
the program-level analysis.  Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: 
San Jose to Gilroy, in the Revised Draft Program EIR Material and 
Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR discus the analysis 
of land use impacts.  To determine potential property impacts, the 
land uses within 50 ft of either side of the existing corridor or within 
50 ft of both sides of the centerline for new HST alignments were 
characterized by type and density of development. The study area 
for land use compatibility, communities and neighborhoods, and 

environmental justice is 0.25-mile on either side of the centerline of 
the rail and highway corridors included in the alignment alternatives 
and the same distance around station location options and other 
potential HST-related facilities.  This is the extent of area where the 
alignment alternative might result in changes to land use; the type, 
density, or patterns of development; or socioeconomic conditions.  
For the property impacts analysis, the study area is narrower as 
noted above o better represent the properties most likely to be 
affected by the improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As 
noted in Chapter 3 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study 
area widths were used for noise/vibration, biological resources and 
wetlands, cultural resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   
 
This comment also opines that the EIR writers give the impression 
that they are only interested in pushing the project forward for their 
own financial gain.  The commenter does not provide evidence to 
support this opinion.  In fact the 2008 Final Program EIR is an 
independent analysis of 21 network alternatives, which identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment. 

I386-5 
See Response to Comment I274-6. 

I386-6 
See Response to Comment I274-6. 

I386-7 
The project-level EIR/EIS will provide an analysis based on current 
U.S. Census projections. 

I386-8 
Since this a program-level analysis, Table 2-4  (of the Bay Area to 
Central Valley HST Program EIR/EIS) was added to provide a general 
idea of traffic conditions on Monterey Highway in the region where it 
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would be reduced in width from six-lanes to four-lanes, thereby 
providing a general idea of the traffic congestion in the Monterey 
Highway corridor, with and without the proposed HST project. 
Detailed information and analysis of potential traffic impacts, 
including traffic conditions in Monterey Highway, between Bailey and 
Cochrane roads, and feasible mitigation measures will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs. 

I386-9 
While both the station options for Morgan Hill and Gilroy have been 
described as elevated in the Program EIR, the commenter seems to 
be reflecting the dimensions for the San Jose HST station, which is 
much taller as it is proposed to be located above the existing railway 
platforms at the Diridon San Jose Caltrain station.  

The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR considered a HST built mostly 
adjacent to the existing UPRR through South Santa Clara County. 
Building the HST adjacent to the existing railway was accurately 
described as having a low visual impact, because it was adding 
something visually similar to the environment. Higher, ""Medium"" 
rankings were applied to locations where the HST would be more 
visually apparent.  

I386-10 
See Response to Comment I386-9 above. 

I386-11 
Commented acknowledged.  For a discussion of UPRR issues, see 
Standard Response 9. 

I386-12 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material is not looking at 
alignments along US 101 in San Martin. 

I386-13 
As described in Section 5.2 Revised Capital Costs of the Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material, the capital costs are representative of all 
aspects of the implementation of the proposed HST system, 

including construction, right-of-way, environmental mitigation, and 
design and management services.  See Standard Response 4 
regarding ridership. 

I386-14 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material states that the majority of 
the the network alternative is highly compatible, given that it is 
within  or immediately adjacent to an existing major rail or highway 
right-of-way for most of the alignment.  It also states that the 
network alternative exhibits low compatibility where it connects to 
the UPRR N/S or BNSF N/S in the Chowchilla area and a medium 
compatibility along the BNSF N/S Alignment in the Central Valley.  
Because this is a program-level document, the analysis considered 
land use compatibility on a broad scale.  Potential project-level 
impact regarding land use compatibility will be addressed in the 
project-level EIR/EIS. 

I386-15 
The Authority disagrees with this statement. Phase 1 of the HST is 
planned to achieve the nonstop service travel times between San 
Francisco and Los Angeles and Anaheim as identified in subdivision 
(b) of Section 2704.09 of the Streets and Highways Code. 

I386-16 
Please note that Table 9.3-1 of the 2008 Final Program EIR reviews 
potential unavoidable impacts for all of the alignments and 21 
network alternatives reviewed in the 2008 Final Program EIR, not 
just the preferred alternative identified in Chapter 8 of that 
document. 

The Authority notes that an east foothill alignment was withdrawn 
from consideration in 2005.  Among the reasons for withdrawal were 
potential environmental concerns.  The Authority also notes that this 
alignment was not adjacent to an existing transportation corridor.  
The Authority’s planning for the HST system since 2000 has been 
consistently based on locating the HST corridor within or adjacent to 
major existing transportation corridors, such as rail or highway 
corridors. 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1315

 
 

Comment Letter I387 (Daniel Gudgel, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I387 (Daniel Gudgel, April 23, 2010) 

I387-1 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Agriculture was not one of 
those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.8 of the May 2008 Final Program 
EIR regarding mitigation strategies and the program level.  The 
Authority has sought to utilize existing transportation corridors to the 
greatest extent feasible to minimize environmental impacts, including 
farmland.  Aligning the HST system with existing transportation 
corridors also presents opportunities to minimize the need for private 
property acquisitions and farmland conversion in some areas.  See 
Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR for a description of the 
MTC Regional Rail Plan.   
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Comment Letter I388 (Robert S. Allen, March 27, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I388 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I388 (Robert S. Allen, March 27, 2010) 

I388-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-3 
See Standard Response 10. 

I388-4 
Comment acknowledged. Examining expansion of the BART district is 
outside the scope of the HST project. 

I388-5 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-6 
Comment acknowledged.  Determining the ability for BART, Caltrain, 
HST and freight service to share the Caltrain Corridor is beyond the 
scope of the HST EIR. 

I388-7 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment I388–6. 

I388-8 
Comment acknowledged.  Determining future BART facilities and 
services is beyond the scope of the HST EIR. 

I388-9 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment I388–8. 

I388-10 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment I388–8. 

I388-11 
Comment acknowledged.  Determining freight and commuter rail 
facilities and services along the Mulford line is beyond the scope of 
this HST EIR. 

I388-12 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-13 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-14 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-15 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-16 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-17 
Comment acknowledged. 

I388-18 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I389 (Walter Strakosch, April 26, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I389 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I389 (Walter Strakosch, April 26, 2010) 

I389-1 
See Response to Comment O010-19. 

I389-2 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I389-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Both Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass 
representative network alternatives show high ridership potential.  
While Altamont Pass has the potential to achieve higher ridership 
between the Bay Area and northern Central Valley (Merced 
northward), Pacheco Pass has the potential to achieve higher 
ridership between the Bay Area and areas from Fresno southward 
(including the Los Angeles and San Diego regions).    
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Comment Letter I390 (Miyuki Friedman, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I390 (Miyuki Friedman, April 19, 2010) 

I390-1 
Substantial outreach through the preparation of the program 
documents was conducted. The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material addresses those topics identified in the final judgment for 
the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under 
CEQA.  Outreach was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 
10, Public and Agency Involvement, in the 2008 Final Program EIR. 
The Authority conducted scoping activities for the Bay Area to 
Central Valley HST Draft Program EIR/EIS including meetings in San 
Jose, San Francisco and four other cities.  The Authority held a total 
of eight public hearings, including in San Jose and San Francisco to 
present the Draft Program EIR/EIS and to receive public comments 
between August 23, 2007 and September 26, 2007.  The Authority 
has endeavored to provide the broadest possible notice of the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Notification was provided in 8 
newspapers including the San Francisco Examiner and San Jose 
Mercury News. A Notice of Availability and Notice of a Public Meeting 
postcard was further distributed to over 50,000 individuals identified 
as part of on-going project-level engineering and environmental 
studies.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material and a Notice of 
Availability and of a Public Meetings was also made available to 16 
libraries for public viewing.  Two public meetings were held on April 
7, 2010 in San Jose on the Revised Draft Program EIR. If the 
Authority proceeds with a network alternative that involves cities 
along the Peninsula at the project level, the Authority will continue 
its efforts at public outreach in the  area.      

I390-2 
See Standard Response 3.      

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   This analysis 
will address both short-term construction impacts and long-term 
operational impacts. 

I390-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority will continue its efforts to 
make web-site accessibility to its documentation as simple and user-
friendly as possible. 
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Comment Letter I391 (Mark F. Wynne, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I391 (Mark F. Wynne, April 21, 2010) 

I391-1 
Please see Response to Comment L022-1. 

I391-2 
The Authority disagrees with the comment.  The recommended 
preferred alternative does not cross Henry Coe State Park, and it 
follows the SR-152 corridor.  See Chapter 7 of the 2010 Revised 
Program EIR Materials, for the rationale behind the recommendation 
for the Pacheco Pass alternative that minimizes impacts on the 
environment. 

I391-3 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Impacts of Altamont and Pacheco alignment 
alternatives on biological resources and mitigation strategies were 
considered in Chapter 3.15 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  It 
was noted that both routes would result in significant impacts.  The 
network alternatives, discussed in Chapters 7 and 8 of the Final 
Program EIR.  The U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass alternative serving San Francisco 
and San Jose termini is most likely to yield the “least environmentally 
damaging practicable alternative” (LEDPA) consistent with the 
USACE’s permit program (33 CFR Part 320–331) and USEPA’s 
Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines (40 CFR 230–233). 

I391-4 
CEQA includes numerous provisions regarding the appropriate 
procedures for evaluation of alternatives and impacts.  The final 
decision on a network alternative is within the discretion of the 
Authority board, with consideration of its legal obligations.  We are 
not aware of any requirement in CEQA or otherwise that “high-
volume transportation corridors be given preference over those with 
lower volume and population.” 

I391-5 
The comment states that the Pacheco route would promote new 
sprawl by opening up transportaqtion pattenrs where none currently 
exist, including a new Pacheco route station.  It is unclear what 
potential station option the commenter is referring to. The staff-
recommendation in favor of the Pacheco Pass Network Alternative 
serving San Francisco via San Jose would not include a station in Los 
Banos, consistent with language in Proposition 1A prohibiting a 
station from being located in Los Banos.  Growth along the Pacheco 
Pass is therefore not anticipated.  See Chapter of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR. 

I391-6 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Hydrology and water 
resources was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.14 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR.  The Pacheco Pass alignment 
alternative has changed since 1996. 

I391-7 
In the 2008 Final Program EIR, Table 3.9.1, Visual Impacts Summary 
Data Table for Alignment Alternatives and Station Location Option 
Comparisons, had a mix of visual impacts rankings for both the 
Pacheco and Altamont alignment alternatives, based on a much 
deeper analysis than the 1996 California High Speed Rail 
Commission report. The project-level EIR/EIS will include a more 
detailed analysis of the material than the program EIR does. 

I391-8 
It was determined in the court case of Atherton et al that the 
Authority did present a reasonable range of alternatives and 
examination and analysis of those alternatives, which resulted in the 
selection of the Pacheco Pass alternative over the Altamont 
alternative. 
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Comment Letter I392 (Sally Baker, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I392 (Sally Baker, April 19, 2010) 

I392-1 
Comments acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I393 (Paul_Quinlan, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I393 (Paul Quinlan, April 19, 2010) 

I393-1 
See Standard Response 10. 

I393-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

I393-3 
The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.   

See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives.   
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Comment Letter I394 (Galen, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I394 (Galen, April 24, 2010) 

I394-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I394-2 
Comment noted.  Comment speculates as to reasons for passage of 
Proposition 1A and asserts election fraud occurred.  This topic was 
not identified by the Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case as 
requiring further CEQA work.  Note that no evidence of fraud in the 
election has been presented.   

I394-3 
Comment acknowledged. Please see Standard Response 8 for 
information on the Business Plan regarding funding. Over 45 years in 
many countries around the world, HST has repeatedly proven its 
ability to cover its operating costs and return a profit. 
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Comment Letter I395 (Julia Mayberry, April 24, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I395 (Julia Mayberry, April 24, 2010) 

I395-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise and property 
acquisitions.  Comment acknowledged.  The 2008 Final Program EIR 
identified that the HST project would result in significant impacts to 
the physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in 
the EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of visual and land use 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  See 
Standard Response 5 in regards to noise, Standard Response 6 in 
regards to property values, and Standard Response 7 in regards to 
eminent domain. 
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Comment Letter I396 (Patricia Gormley, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I396 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1337

 
 

Comment Letter I396 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I396 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I396 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I396 (Patricia Gormley, April 23, 2010) 

I396-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I396-2 
The comment expresses concerns about vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic impacts and access at specific locations.  The 2008 Final 
Program EIR identified that the HST project would result in 
significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 21 network 
alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse environmental 
impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified 
mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to the greatest 
extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of 
alternative selected, significant adverse environmental impacts are 
anticipated, though the scale and location of these impacts may 
differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of 
impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I396-3 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I396-4 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Construction impacts was not 
one of those topics. See Chapter 3.18 in the 2008 Final Program EIR 
and the impact analyses in other sections of Chapter 3.  See 
Response to Comment L003-108. 

I396-5 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR.  More detailed analysis of potential 
operational, maintenance, and construction air quality impacts, 

including dust, on the Greater Gardner area will be provided during 
project-level environmental review, when more detailed information 
will be available concerning system design and placement as well as 
construction activities, equipment, staging, and duration.   

I396-6 
See Standard Responses 3 and 5.    

More detailed information and analysis of noise vibration impacts 
and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   This 
analysis will address both short-term construction impacts and long-
term operational impacts.  This analysis will alos consider cumulative 
impacts from existing and proposed noise sources. 

I396-7 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Noise and Vibration 
impacts and mitigation strategies are reviewed in Chapter 3.4, Noise 
and Vibration, of the 2008 Final Program EIR. 

Site specific vibration impacts during construction and operation of 
the HST to sensitive receptors will be part of subsequent project-
level environmental documents.  The Authority will consider the 
comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  See 
Standard Response 5. 

I396-8 
See Response to Comment I373-6 regarding EMF. 

I396-9 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Electromagnetic fields (EMF) 
was not one of those topics.  Please see Chapter 3.6 of the May 
2008 Final Program EIR.  The analysis identified that the HST project 
(and it's electrical supply and facilities) would have minimal 
electromagnetic interference (EMI)/EMF exposures at levels for 
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which there are no documented health risks are anticipated and that 
EMI/EMF concerns are less than significant at the programmatic level 
under CEQA and not significant under NEPA.  Furthermore, the 
Authority in the CEQA findings and the FRA in the ROD for the 2005 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS adopted design practices and mitigation 
strategies to address potential EMI/EMF issues for the HST system to 
be applied and refined at the project-level in the future.  It is 
anticipated that the use of the design practices and mitigation 
strategies will reduce exposure to EMFs and reduce the potential for 
EMI with biomedical devices to the lowest practical level.   
 
Standard design practices for overhead catenary power supply 
system substations, transmission lines, and vehicles of the approved 
HST system include the use of appropriate materials, spacing, and, if 
necessary, shielding to avoid potential EMF/EMI impacts and to 
reduce the EMFs and EMI to a practical minimum.  More detailed 
information and analysis on potential EMI/EMF impacts will be 
included in project-level environmental documents.   

I396-10 
If a network alternative is selected that approaches San Jose from 
the south, an 87-280 alternative alignment will be included in an 
alternatives analysis process as part of a project-level EIR/EIS. 

I396-11 
Specific land acquisitions have not been determined based on the 
program-level of design.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material addresses those topics identified in the final judgment for 
the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under 
CEQA.  Public parks and recreation was not one of those topics.  
Parks and recreational issues are discussed Chapter 3.16 Section 4(f) 
and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks and Recreation) of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  More detailed analyses related to impacts on 
recreational resources during construction and operation, including 
the parks listed in the comment, will be performed during the 
project-level EIR/EIS analysis when more detailed design and 
location information will be available.  See Chapter 3.4, Noise and 
Vibration, and Chapter 3.3, Air Quality and Global Climate Change 

regarding impacts and mitigation strategies.  See also Standard 
Response 3.  

The safe operation of the HST system would be of the utmost 
importance as noted in Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  
The HST system would be a fully grade-separated and fully access-
controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring systems.  This means 
that the HST infrastructure (e.g., mainline tracks and maintenance 
and storage facilities) would be designed to prevent access by 
unauthorized vehicles, persons, animals, and objects.  Additional 
analysis of safety would occur at the project level. 

I396-12 
The SR 87/I-280 alignment alternative is currently undergoing 
analysis in the Project EIR as the sole alternative in the San Jose 
area advanced from the Alternatives Analysis process.  The Program 
Alignment has been withdrawn from further consideration. 

I396-13 
The SR 87/I-280 alignment alternative is currently undergoing 
analysis in the Project EIR as the sole alternative in the San Jose 
area advanced from the Alternatives Analysis process.  The Program 
Alignment has been withdrawn from further consideration. 

I396-14 
See Response to Comment I396-11. 

I396-15 
See Response to Comment I396-12. 

I396-16 
Chapter 3.7 of the 2008 Program EIR reviews Land Use and 
Planning, Communities and Neighborhoods, Property, and 
Environmental Justice impacts and mitigation strategies.  Chapter 
3.4 of that document reviews noise and vibration impacts and 
mitigation strategies. 
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Site specific land use, planning, communities and neighborhood, 
poverty, environmental justice, noise/vibration, and other 
environmental impacts and mitigation measures during construction 
and operation of the HST will be part of subsequent project-level 
environmental documents.  The Authority will consider the comment 
as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes. 

I396-17 
The SR 87/I-280 alignment alternative is currently undergoing 
analysis in the Project EIR as the sole alternative in the San Jose 
area advanced from the Alternatives Analysis process.  The Program 
Alignment has been withdrawn from further consideration. 

I396-18 
The Program EIR depicts HST running on a retained fill through the 
Gardner neighborhood. This is shown in Appendix 2D, Sheet PP 1 of 
8. The height of the fill for the HST would bring it to the level of the 
existing Caltrain/Union Pacific tracks. The height of a soundwall 
above the tracks would vary, depending on the as yet to be 
conducted analysis of the necessary noise mitigation. With the 
relatively low speeds envisioned in the area, due to the tight curves 
north and south of the neighborhood, it is likely the walls could be 
low. 

The mature trees along the existing railway could be replaced with 
appropriate trees once the new HST infrastructure was in place. 
Landscaping could be included to cover surfaces that could become 
a target for graffiti. Procedures for maintaining the HST's 
infrastructure can be detailed as part of the project-level EIR/EIS. 
Potential deterrents to graffiti could include introducing vines to the 
concrete surfaces of columns and walls, dense landscaping to 
obscure columns and walls, and maintenance agreements to ensure 
the timely removal of any potential graffiti.  

Design of the expanded bridges over Delmas and Prevost Streets 
would likely include a recreation or relocation of the historic bridge 
details and decorative shields. 

It is unlikely that high lumen lighting would be employed to light a 
24-hour route for the homeless.   

I396-19 
While the Greater Gardner neighborhood pre-dates the railway, they 
have coexisted for about 75 years. While an expanded railway in the 
neighborhood would reinforce the historic dividing line of the 
railway, a railway has been a feature of the neighborhood for many 
years. 

I396-20 
See Response to Comment I165-9. 

I396-21 
Please see section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, and Chapter 3.13, 
Geology and Soils, of the 2008 Final Program EIR for a review of 
potential vibration and settlement impacts of the HST system.   
Potential impacts to private property from settlement and vibrations 
related to HST facility operations and construction will be studied in 
detail during the project level environmental process.   The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes. 

I396-22 
See Response to Comment I005-2. Concerns regarding potential for 
the HST to result in biological impacts along the Caltrain corridor in 
the Greater Gardner neighborhood in San Jose are acknowledged.  
More detailed analysis of potential biological impacts will be provided 
during project-level environmental review, when more detailed 
information will be available concerning system design and 
placement, and alignment variations will also be further considered. 

I396-23 
See Response to Comment O022-13. 
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I396-24 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 

I396-25 
Please see Response to Comment L020-1. 
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Comment Letter I397 (Michael Kim, April 23, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I397 (Michael Kim, April 23, 2010) 

I397-1 
Comments acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I398 (Margaret Fruth, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I398 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I398 (Margaret Fruth, April 23, 2010) 

I398-1 
The comments were received.   

I398-2 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material and the 2008 Final 
Program EIR have been available on the Authority's website or by 
requesting to receive an electronic copy (if needed, hard copies can 
be made from the electronic copies or by printing from the website).  
Hard copies of both documents have been available for review at 16 
libraries. 

I398-3 
As indicated in Chapter 1 of the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material, the Authority followed provisions in the CEQA Guidelines 
which acknowledge the option of recirculating only those portions of 
an EIR that require revisions, and that a lead agency can request 
commenters limit their comments to the revised material.   

I398-4 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority does not believe that such a 
“remedy” is needed or desirable. 

I398-5 
The comment states that 2000 and 2005 data used is out of date, 
but does not specify which data is being questioned.   No 2000 or 
2005 references were included in the citations to the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material.   

I398-6 
The comment refers to a Figure 1.1-1, which is not a figure in the 
2010 Reivsed Draft Program EIR Material.  Therefore, no response 
can be provided. 

I398-7 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR included in its capital cost 
estimates the costs for both property acquisition and environmental 
mitigation.  The Authority's Business Plans in both 2008 and 2009 
have also discussed these items as components of its financial 
planning.  While costs estimates will continue to change, costs for 
property acquisition and environmental mitigation will continue to be 
planned for an accorded appropriate cost figures in the Authority's 
planning.  Also see Standard Response   . 

I398-8 
The Authority is in the process of complying with the California 
Environmental Quality Act, which mandates that a lead agency adopt 
feasible mitigation to avoid or substantially lessen the project's 
adverse environmental impacts.  The Authority's prior Statement of 
Overriding Considerations, while rescinded pursuant to Resolution 
No. 08-01, did not override impacts based on economic factors, but 
rather based on the uncertainty of the effectiveness of certain 
mitigation at the program level.   

I398-9 
This is not an area identified by the Superior Court for further work 
to comply with CEQA.   

I398-10 
We do not agree with the comment.  Experience with high-speed 
train systems worldwide involves some level of security screening, 
but not the level of airport-style security screening that is currently 
in place in the United States and internationally.  Accordingly, the 
ridership model did not incorporate a time delay associated with 
eleborate security check in procedures.    

I398-11 
This comment quotes a passage from Chapter 1 of the 2008 Final 
Progam EIR, which did not change based on the new content in the 
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Revised Program EIR.  The discussion of travel time in in Chapter 1 
correctly identified that even with planned improvements to 2030, 
future conditions would not change measurably.  We disagree that 
the statement is unsupported.  As noted in the text, the conclusion 
was based in part on information gathered from regional 
transportation planning agencies and Caltrains.  As noted, 
congestion is expected to worsen over the next 25 years. 

I398-12 
Comments acknowledged.  The Authority disagrees with your 
conclusion.  The HST system would have a variety of services 
(express, skip-stop, local, regional, etc.) like done in other existing 
HST systems worldwide.  See Chapter 2 of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR. 

I398-13 
We disagree with this comment.  Analysis in the 2008 Final Program 
EIR, page 3.1, indicates that "overall intercity highway conditions 
would improve with the HST."  Also see response to comment I398-
12 and Standard Response 4.   

I398-14 
The ridership and revenue forecasts used in the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material rely on official population and employment 
forecasts developed by the California Department of Finance and 
regional planning agencies throughout the state.  The forecasts 
assume continuation of current trends regarding telecommuting, fuel 
costs and similar factors that influence people’s desire and 
willingness to travel.  Although ridership and revenue sensitivity tests 
were developed to understand the potential effects of changes in 
these factors, the “most likely” future scenario, based on 
continuation of current trends, was used for the Program EIR rather 
than speculative changes in some variables.  Also, see Standard 
Response 4.     

I398-15 
The projected conditions in 2030 under the No Project Alternative is 
not an area identified by the Superior Court for further work to 
comply with CEQA.  We disagree that the projected increase in 
intercity travel is unsupported.  Please see chapter 3.2 of the 2008 
Final Program EIR, and references cited there for expected increases 
in auto and air travel under the No Project alternative. 

I398-16 
We do not agree with the comment that the market ratio between 
air travel and rail travel is unsupported.  Market share forecasts were 
based on assumptions about future conditions that were peer 
reviewed as part of development of the ridership model.  These 
assumptions are discussed in the reports "Level of Service 
Asumptions and Forecast Alternative - Final Report (August 2006)" 
and "Findings from the Second Peer Review Panel Meeting (July 
2006).  These reports that were part of the ridership model 
development process are available on the Authority's website.  

I398-17 
The HST project will serve multi-modal stations, depending on 
network alternative selected, including the Transbay Terminal in San 
Francisco (MUNI, AC Transit, Golden Gate Transit, BART, samTrans, 
WestCat, Greyhound), Millbrae/SFO (BART, samTrans), Diridon San 
Jose (VTA, Amtrak, ACE, Monterey-Salinas Transit, Highway 17 
Express, future BART), Los Angeles Union Station (Metro Bus, light 
rail and subway, Metrolink, Amtrak, LAX Flyaway bus and others). In 
general, throughout the state, HST stations are planned at existing 
multi-modal hubs. 

While bus routes are flexible, there are very few commercial airports 
in the state with scheduled air travel, limiting the ability of air service 
to economically serve many of the destinations that HST will. 

Railroads, including HST, use rails made of steel. 
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I398-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Air quality and global climate 
change was not one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.3 of the 
2008 Final Program EIR where electrical generation air quality 
impacts are discussed.   

I398-19 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I398-20 
See Response to Comment I011-13. 

I398-21 
This comment addresses the Authority's Business Plan, not the 
Program EIR.  See Standard Response 8.   

I398-22 
This comment addresses the Authority's Business Plan, not the 
Program EIR.  See Standard Response 8 and Standard Response 4.   

I398-23 
This comment addresses the Authority's Business Plan, not the 
Program EIR.  See Standard Response 8.   

I398-24 
We disagree with this comment.  See Standard Response 9 
regarding the necessity of a waiver from the Federal Railroad 
Administration to operate different types of equipment in the same 
corridor. 

I398-25 
The discussion of the potential for growth with and without the high-
speed train system, including changes in employment and commuter 
patterns, is not one of the areas identified by the Superior Court for 

further work to comply with CEQA.  See Chapter 5 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR describing the basis for the growth projections. 

I398-26 
Comment acknowledged.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material addresses those topics identified in the final judgment for 
the Town of Atherton litigation as requiring corrective work under 
CEQA.  Cumulative impacts was not one of those topics.  Cumulative 
impacts were considered in Section 3.17 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and the 2005 Statewide Program EIR.  A list of detailed 
projects and plans used in the analysis are listed and discussed in 
Appendix 3.17-A of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  A definition of 
cumulative impacts per CEQA and NEPA is included in Section 3.17.  
Sufficient detail is provided for this program-level analysis, and 
further analysis will be included in the project-level environmental 
analyses, when more detailed engineering, design, and location 
information will be available for the HST system and when future 
projects can be considered in more detail. 

I398-27 
We disagree with the comment.  The purpose of the 2010 Revised 
Draft Program EIR Material was to comply with the judgment in the 
Town of Atherton case.  That judgment identified areas for which 
the Authority was required to provide further information and 
analysis to comply with CEQA.  The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material includes the required information and analysis, and then 
synthesizes its effect on the recommendation of a preferred 
alternative in Chapter 7.  The Authority board will determine whether 
to certify the adequacy of the 2010 Revised Final Program EIR 
Material for its compliance with CEQA and only then will it make a 
new decision on a preferred alternative.   

I398-28 
Contracts associated with the high-speed train project will comply 
with all applicable state and federal laws and regulations for 
contracting, including competitive bidding requirements. 
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I398-29 
The comment states that data has been invented to fit conclusions, 
but does not provide a specific instance where this has occurred.  
Therefore, no response can be provided to this broad assertion.   

I398-30 
This is not a subject area identified by the Superior Court in the 
Town of Atherton case as needing additional CEQA work.  The 
Authority has proceeded in accordance with its statutory authorities 
and budget appropriations, and did not borrow funds against 
Proposition 1A before it passed, as the comment asserts.      
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Comment Letter I399 (Kimberly Griffin, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I399 (Kimberly Griffin, April 25, 2010) 

I399-1 
More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   This analysis 
will address the noise impacts of multiple trains at one location.  See 
Standard Responses 3 and 5.         

I399-2 
See the Response to Comment I399-1.  The project-level noise 
analysis will address the alternatives carried forward into the project-
level design, including elevated options if proposed. 

I399-3 
See the Response to Comment I399-1.  The project-level noise 
analysis will address daytime and nighttime noise levels.  Also see 
Standard Response 5. 

I399-4 
See Standard Response 5.  Site specific noise/vibration, construction, 
and train operational impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools, 
will be part of subsequent project-level environmental documents.  
The Authority will consider the comment as part of the project-level 
EIR/EIS processes. 

I399-5 
See the Response to Comment I399-1.  More detailed information 
and analysis of vibration impacts and mitigation will be included in 
project-level EIR/EISs.    

I399-6 
See the Response to Comment I399-5. 
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Comment Letter I400 (Sandra Lawrence, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I400 (Sandra Lawrence, April 25, 2010) 

I400-1 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 
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Comment Letter I401 (Douglas H. Hamilton, April 25, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I401 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I401 (Douglas H. Hamilton, April 25, 2010) 

I401-1 
Background information acknowledged.   

I401-2 
See Response to Comment I037-2. 

I401-3 
See Response to Comment I037-3. 

I401-4 
See Response to Comment I037-4.   

I401-5 
See Response to Comment I037–4. 

I401-6 
See Response to Comment I037-5. 

I401-7 
See Response to Comment L022-1. 

I401-8 
See Response to Comment I037-7. 

I401-9 
See Response to Comment I037-7. 

I401-10 
See Response to Comment I037-8. 
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Comment Letter I402 (Diane Roth, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I402 (Diane Roth, April 26, 2010) 

I402-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I402-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I402-3 
This comment appears to address the Authority's Business Plan 
rather than the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  To the extent 
comment applies to the EIR, the Authority staff believes that the 
ridership projections used in the May 2008 Final Program EIR are 
adequate for the programmatic environmental review purposes for 
which they were developed.  See Standard Response 4.     

I402-4 
This comment appears to address the Authority's Business Plan 
rather than the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  The 2009 
Business Plan does, however, include within its capital cost estimates 
costs for property acquisition along the peninsula.  Also see Standard 
Response 8. 

I402-5 
Please see Response to Comment L022-1. 

I402-6 
It is assumed in the 2008 Final Program EIR that Caltrain and HST 
would remain within the existing Caltrain right-of-way at most 
locations, meaning that trees outside the right-of-way would not be 
removed, although some trimming would be required for vegetation 
intruding on the right-of-way. The quantification of a precise number 
of trees to be removed as part of the HST project is well beyond the 
scope of the program EIR. A quick survey of aerial photographs 
presented a count of about 250 trees along the right-of-way to be 
removed in Atherton based on the program design, with most on 
property outside the Caltrain right-of-way rather than the "over 
3,000" trees identified by the commenter, The project-level EIR/EIS 
will analyze the impacts to vegetation along the entire Caltrain 
corridor. 

I402-7 
Please see Standard Response 8 for information on the Business Plan 
regarding funding. 
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Comment Letter I403 (Bill Zaumen, April 22, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I403 (Bill Zaumen, April 22, 2010) 

I403-1 
The analysis of number of parking spaces required and the 
placement of the parking facilities will be conducted in the project-
level EIR/EIS.  This information will be documented in a Traffic, 
Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. Potential parking impacts will 
be evaluated based on the existing and future parking supply and 
the projected parking demand. Parking demand will be based upon 
the patronage and mode of access forecasts at each proposed 
station, including parking and related circulation impacts for adjacent 
neighborhoods.  

I403-2 
See Response to Comment I403-1. 

I403-3 
See Response to Comment I403-1. 

I403-4 
No changes in access to the San Francisco Airport are proposed as 
part of the HST project.   
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Comment Letter I404 (Michela Stribling, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I404 (Michela Stribling, April 20, 2010) 

I404-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise, vibration, visual, 
business, vegetation, and public safety impacts and to quality of life 
on the Peninsula.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the 
HST project would result in significant impacts to the physical 
environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each 
involve adverse environmental impacts, along with substantial 
project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the 
EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant 
adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and 
location of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional 
site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-
level EIR/EISs.  
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 

I404-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding alternatives. 

The May 2008 Final Program EIR identified general mitigation 
strategies to avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
Mitigation strategies are general methods of avoiding and minimizing 
impacts that can be refined and tailored to project specific 
circumstances at the next tier of environmental review.  The 
Authority will consider adopting these strategies when it makes a 
new program-level decision.   

The Authority has revised and recirculated certain portions of the 
2008 Final Program EIR as the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  The purpose of the recirculated material is to comply with 
the final judgment of the Town of Atherton litigation.  The Authority 
does not believe that additional revision and recirculation is 
necessary to fully comply with the court judgment and CEQA.     
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Comment Letter I405 (Vic Salvo, April 21, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I405 (Vic Salvo, April 21, 2010) 

I405-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I405-2 
Comments acknowledged. 

I405-3 
See Response to Comment to I180-7. 

I405-4 
Comments acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I406 (Bob Buehrer, April 6, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I406 (Bob Buehrer, April 6, 2010) 

I406-1 
The HST system would have its own tracks separate from the private 
freight railways and control its own scheduling. 

I406-2 
The HST system is being designed with its own tracks and signaling 
system to allow trains to run every five minutes to ensure future 
capacity will handle potential passenger demand. 

I406-3 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I407 (Shue Huo, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I407 (Shue Huo, April 2, 2010) 

I407-1 
The Authority disagrees with the comment.  Over 45 years in many 
countries around the world, HST has repeatedly proven its ability to 
cover its operating costs and return an operational profit (passenger 
revenues exceed operational and maintenance costs). 
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Comment Letter I408 (BDonog, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I408 (BDonog, April 19, 2010) 

I408-1 
This topic was not identified by the Superior Court as an area 
requiring additional work under CEQA in the Town of Atherton case. 
This comment requests consideration of detailed information that 
cannot be known at the program level because the project design 
and engineering has not progressed to the point where that analysis 
can be completed. See Standard Response 10. 

I408-2 
The level of detail provided in the 2008 Final Program EIR was 
appropriate. More detailed design work will take place as part of the 
project-level EIR/EIS. 
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Comment Letter I409 (Stan Hutchings, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I409 (Stan Hutchings, April 18, 2010) 

I409-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I409-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

I409-3 
Comments acknowledged. 

I409-4 
Comments acknowledged. 

I409-5 
The 2005 Statewide Program EIR identified alternatives to meet the 
mobility goals of the state of California in the year 2020. The 
alternative to continue to rely on piecemeal expansion of airports 
and highways (the Modal Alternative) proved more costly and 
environmentally damaging than the HST alternative. Based on that 
analysis, the implementation of a statewide HST system is the 
responsible solution. The HST system will serve more than four 
cities. There are 26 stations planned. An airport serves more than 
one city, as well will a HST station. 

I409-6 
We disagree that project cost estimates are understated and 
ridership is overstated.  See Standard Response 4. 

I409-7 
This comment expresses an opinion that the HSR project is 
unnecessary and unwanted, states that the costs of lawsuits will be 
too high, and states that the environmental cost per person will 
increase as "load factors" decrease.  See Standard Response 4 
regarding ridership.  Also see Response to Comment I370-5 
regarding benefits. 

I409-8 
The comment expresses an opinion that the only sensible use of rail 
is for transporting mail and freight.  Comment acknowledged, but 
since it does not address the environmental document, no response 
is provided. 
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Comment Letter I410 (Bob Asquith, April 18, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I410 (Bob Asquith, April 18, 2010) 

I410-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I411 (Ann Cerniglia, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I411 (Ann Cerniglia, April 14, 2010) 

I411-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise, vibration, and visual 
impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST project 
would result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 
21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I411-2 
Comment acknowledged.  See Standard Response 6. 

I411-3 
Please see Response to Comment L022-1. 
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Comment Letter I412 (Hinda G. Sack, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I412 (Hinda G. Sack, April 25, 2010) 

I412-1 
See Response to Comment 1017-4.  See also Standard Response 5. 

I412-2 
See Standard Response 3.       

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I412-3 
See Response to Comment 1017-4. 

I412-4 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 
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Comment Letter I413 (Juan Martinez, April 18, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I413 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I413 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I413 (Juan Martinez, April 18, 2010) 

I413-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

I413-2 
The comment refers to a blog post statement of opinion with which 
the Authority disagrees.  This is not a topic area identified by the 
Superior Court in the Town of Atherton case as needing additional 
CEQA work.    

I413-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

I413-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

I413-5 
On the contrary, HST service will attract some long-distance trips 
from major roadways thereby leading to an overall improvement in 
traffic conditions in the region.  

I413-6 
A judgment as to the readiness of segment of HST in Southern 
California for construction is well outside the scope of this Program 
EIR dealing with HST issues in Northern California. 

I413-7 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I414 (Joe Freese, April 19, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I414 (Joe Freese, April 19, 2010) 

I414-1 
Comment acknowledged. While TGVs do leave Paris on the regular 
rail network until they diverge to their own high speed tracks, they 
run on express tracks on the normal network. Following Caltrain, 
HST could be subject to local trains stopping at multiple stations 
unless additional tracks were built to allow local Caltrain service to 
stop at stations off express tracks.   See Standard Response 10.  
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Comment Letter I415 (Joyce Cali, April 8, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I415 (Joyce Cali, April 8, 2010) 

I415-1 
Comment of support is acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I416 (Galen, April 8, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I416 (Galen, April 8, 2010) 

I416-1 
The comment appears to identify support for AB2121, sponsored by 
Assemblywoman Diane Harkey.  As of July 2010, the bill would 
require the Authority to provide specified annual reporting to the 
Legislature.  Comment noted.   
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Comment Letter I417 (Susan Lempert, April 11, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I417 (Susan Lempert, April 11, 2010) 

I417-1 
Comment of support is acknowledged.
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Comment Letter I418 (Mikhail A. Rakov, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I418 (Mikhail A. Rakov, April 2, 2010) 

I418-1 
Throughout the democratic world, HST has been implemented and 
successful. The Authority has Memorandums of Understanding with 
many of the countries with HST development and operational 
experience and utilizes their expertise in planning the California HST.  
Additionally, the electorate of the State of California voted in favor of 
the HST in November of 2008. 
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Comment Letter I419 (Jay W. Penn, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I419 (Jay W. Penn, April 15, 2010) 

I419-1 
Please see Standard Response 8 for information on the Business Plan 
regarding funding. The costs for the project are updated regularly 
and are estimated using accepted procedures and assumptions. 

I419-2 
We disagree that the ridership forecasts are "wildly optimistic."  The 
ridership and revenue modeling and resulting forecasts provide an 
appropriate tool for the environmental anlaysis for which it has been 
used.  See Standard Response 4. 

I419-3 
The 2005 Statewide Program EIR identified alternatives to meet the 
mobility goals of the state of California in the year 2020. The 
alternative to continue to rely on piecemeal expansion of airports 
and highways (the Modal Alternative) proved more costly and 
environmentally damaging than the HST alternative. Based on that 
analysis, the implementation of a statewide HST system is the 
responsible solution. 
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Comment Letter I420 (Pat Rooney, April 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I420 (Pat Rooney, April 15, 2010) 

I420-1 
Please see Standard Response 8 for information on the Business Plan 
regarding funding. The HST plan is not replicating Amtrak. Over 45 
years in many countries around the world, HST has repeatedly 
proven its ability to cover its operating costs and return an 
operational profit (passenger revenues exceed operational and 
maintenance costs). 
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Comment Letter I421 (Jim Coffman, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I421 (Jim Coffman, April 2, 2010) 

I421-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The potential need for additional public 
services that may create environmental impacts is beyond the scope 
of the Program EIR.   The Authority would build upon the extensive 
experience of HST operations in other countries.  Future HST 
Operations Plans will include emergency response measures.  FRA 
regulations also address safety concerns, and this system would 
comply with those regulations. A more detailed review of the safety 
impacts of the HST system will be performed during the preliminary 
engineering and project-level environmental review. 
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Comment Letter I422 (James W. Martini, April 2, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I422 (James W. Martini, April 2, 2010) 

I422-1 
Please see Standard Response 8 for information on the Business Plan 
regarding funding. The Authority disagrees that the many years of 
planning and analysis that has gone into the HST project to date is 
"not well thought out". 
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Comment Letter I423 (Stephen Rosenblum, March 13, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I423 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I423 (Stephen Rosenblum, March 13, 2010) 

I423-1 
Comment acknowledged.  See Standard Response 9. 

I423-2 
See Standard Response 10 regarding vertical profile alternatives. 
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Comment Letter I424 (Angelyn Blanchard, March 15, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I424 (Angelyn Blanchard, March 15, 2010) 

I424-1 
 The mailing list will be updated with the requested deletion. 
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Comment Letter I425 (Lawrence Kahn, March 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I425 (Lawrence Kahn, March 25, 2010) 

I425-1 
The process for submitting comments on the 2010 Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material was identified in the notices circulated by the 
Authority.  The commenter successfully submitted comments 
through the website. 

I425-2 
High Speed Rail will provide connectivity with Caltrain and several 
other transit agencies operating in the corridor as shown in Table 
3.1-4 of the  Bay Area to Central Valley HST Program EIR/EIS. 

I425-3 
See Standard Response 6. 

I425-4 
Comment noted. The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor 
originated because UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of 
its right-of-way. The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six 
to four lanes for the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST 
project is supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. 
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future 
traffic operations on Monterey Highway and any other affected 
roadways will be evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts 
due to the proposed modification of the highway. The traffic impact 
analysis study will also evaluate permanent and construction-related 
(temporary) impacts to affected roadways, intersections, parking, 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities.  Feasible mitigation measures will 
also be discussed at the project-level. 
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Comment Letter I426 (Kirsten Flynn, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I426 (Kirsten Flynn, April 26, 2010) 

I426-1 
Comment of support is acknowledged. 

I426-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The project-level environmental clearance 
process which includes detailed design development will utilitize a 
community engaged processed. 

I426-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

I426-4 
Comment noted.  No response necessary. 

I426-5 
Comment of support is acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I427 (Kevin Chambers, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I427 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I427 - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1422

 
 

Response to Letter I427 (Kevin Chambers, April 23, 2010) 

I427-1 
This comment is introductory in nature.  See specific responses 
below. 

I427-2 
The Authority disagrees.  South county cities have been included in 
noticing, scoping, and public hearings/meetings throughout the 
environmental process.  Scoping meetings are not required at this 
stage of the environmental process.  On December 3, 2009, the 
Authority approved Resolution HSRA 10-012 which rescinded the 
Authority's certification of the 2008 Final Program EIR, thus 
continuing the environmental process.  Scoping meetings were held 
in 2005 in San Francisco, San Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Modesto, 
and Suisun City.  See the 2008 Final Program EIR and the Preface of 
the Revised Final Program EIR regarding notification of the 
availability and public meetings for the 2005 Draft Program EIR, 
2008 Final Program EIR, and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Public hearings were held in 2007 in San Francisco, San 
Jose, Livermore, Oakland, Gilroy, Merced, Stockton, and Sacramento 
on the 2005 Draft Program EIR.    

I427-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.     See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I427-4 
See Response to Comment I128-3. 

I427-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Ongoing project-level work is resulting in 
additional, more detailed information on conditions and potential 
impacts in the study area.  This information is being generated to 
support detailed project-level compliance with CEQA and NEPA and 
the public will have opportunity to review and comment on project-
level environmental documents.  Generation of detailed project-level 
information and analysis does not require another round of revision 
and circulation of the Program EIR.   See Standard Response 3 
regarding recirculation. 

I427-6 
According to Bay Area Toll Authority documents, widening of the San 
Mateo bridge was completed in 2003 and Caltrans completed a 
bridge retrofit in 2000. 

I427-7 
See response to comment I360-5. 

I427-8 
The Authority disagrees that limiting the scope of comments to the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material is inappropriate.  The Authority 
requested that members of the public focus their comments on the 
new information and analysis contained in the Revised Draft EIR 
Material and stated that the Authority’s legal obligation extended to 
responding only to those comments related to the new materials.  
The Authority's request is based on CEQA Guidelines section 
15088.5, applicable to situations like the current one where a lead 
agency must revise and recirculate only a portion of a prior Final 
EIR.  The current EIR process is specifically intended to comply with 
the judgment from the Town of Atherton litigation and that 
judgment found that only those issues in the revised materials 
required further CEQA compliance.   
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I427-9 
The May 2008 Final Program EIR summarized support for the 
Pacheco Pass network alternatives and the Altamont Pass network 
alternatives.  The Revised Draft Program EIR Material included an 
updated version of this information based on input received through 
March 2010.  This information was provided to the public and the 
decision-makers to identify the wide divergence of opinion with and 
the controversy over which pass for the HST system should connect 
the Bay Area to the Central Valley.    

I427-10 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material is specifically intended to 
address the final judgment in the Town of Atherton litigation.  The 
judgment required the Authority to recirculate the EIR with a revised 
discussion clarifying the location of HST track between San Jose and 
Gilory, impacts on surrounding businesses and residences, 
construction impacts on Monterey Highway and impacts on UPRR 
use of it's right-of-way and it's spurs.  Chapter 2 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR Material clarifies that the alignment would be adjacent 
to UPRR right-of-way, and not within UPRR right-of-way.  Chapter 2 
also includes a revised land use, traffic, aesthetics and visual quality, 
and cultural resources analyses in light of the clarified HST track 
location.  Chapter 3 of the Revised Draft Program EIR Material 
discusses the potential need for additional property if UPRR right-of-
way cannot be used for the HST system.  Chapter 3 notes that San 
Francisco to San Jose is unique because the right-of-way is owned 
by Caltrain rather than UPRR.  Also see Standard Response 9 and 
response to comment letter O002 (UPRR comment letter) 

I427-11 
Chapter 2.2, Revised Land Use Analysis: San Jose to Gilroy, in the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material and Chapter 3.7 of the May 2008 
Final Program EIR discus the analysis of land use impacts.  To 
determine potential property impacts, the land uses within 50 ft of 
either side of the existing corridor or within 50 ft of both sides of the 
centerline for new HST alignments were characterized by type and 
density of development. The study area for land use compatibility, 
communities and neighborhoods, and environmental justice is 0.25-

mile on either side of the centerline of the rail and highway corridors 
included in the alignment alternatives and the same distance around 
station location options and other potential HST-related facilities.  
This is the extent of area where the alignment alternative might 
result in changes to land use; the type, density, or patterns of 
development; or socioeconomic conditions.  For the property impacts 
analysis, the study area is narrower as noted above o better 
represent the properties most likely to be affected by the 
improvements in the alignment alternatives.  As noted in Chapter 3 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR, varying study area widths were 
used for noise/vibration, biological resources and wetlands, cultural 
resources, visual, and parks and recreation.   

I427-12 
The use of "exclusive guideway" and "shared guideway" are 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the 2005 Final Statewide 
Program EIR. The reasons for removing alternatives, some with 
exclusive guideway, are documented in Chapter 2 of the Final 
Statewide Program EIR and Appendix 2-G of the 2008 Final Program 
EIR.  Regarding UPRR's position on sharing its right-of-way,  please 
see Standard Response 9. 

I427-13 
Impacts to aesthetics and visual resources are discussed in Chapter 
3.9 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Chapter 3.9 identified potential 
visual impacts of the HST including catenary, soundwalls, fencing, 
electrical substations, overcrossings, bridges, tunnel portals, walls, 
stations, and support facilities.  As noted in Chapter 3.9, the 
Authority is committed to working with local agencies and 
communities during subsequent project-level environmental review 
to develop systemwide design elements that draw from the best 
practices worldwide and work at the project-level of design and 
analysis to develop context-sensitive aesthetic designs and 
treatments for HST infrastructure.  Visual impacts will also be further 
examined in detail at the project level because they are a product of 
the HST system design, and the detail necessary to identify the 
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presence of the impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can 
only be done at the project level.   

I427-14 
Visual impacts related to elevated structures and soundwalls were 
evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 of the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR and in Chapter 2.4 of the Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material.  Shadow impacts were also identified in Chapter 3.9 of the 
May 2008 Final Program EIR as an issue to be analyzed at the 
project level.  Visual impacts will also be further examined in detail 
at the project level because they are a product of the HST system 
design, and the detail necessary to identify the presence of the 
impact, the level of significance, and mitigation can only be done at 
the project level. 

I427-15 
Visual impacts related to vehicle and pedestrian overcrossings and 
undercrossings were evaluated at the program level in Chapter 3.9 
of the May 2008 Final Program EIR and in Chapters 2.4 and 4.1 of 
the Revised Draft Program EIR Material.  Visual impacts will also be 
further examined in detail at the project level because they are a 
product of the HST system design, and the detail necessary to 
identify the presence of the impact, the level of significance, and 
mitigation can only be done at the project level. 

I427-16 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of farmland 
impacts as included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR, however, 
because that analysis already considered land beneath a road or 
railroad right-of-way as potential farmland, as defined by the 
California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and 

Monitoring Program.  The placement of HST tracks adjacent to the 
UPRR right-of-way does not increase the level of impact.  The 
mitigation strategies included in the May 2008 Final Program EIR 
include permanent protection for farmlands by securing easements 
or participating in mitigation banks, and coordination with local, 
state, federal, and private farmland protection programs.  These 
strategies will be considered by the Authority for inclusion in a 
programmatic mitigation monitoring and reporting program, and for 
refining and applying in the project-level EIR/EISs as more detailed 
information becomes available.   

I427-17 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Like the original Bay Area to 
Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material involves a 
programmatic level of detail. The data for biological resources and 
wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the appropriate level 
for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer to Chapter 8 of 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and Chapter 7 of the Revised Draft 
Program EIR that discuss the relative environmental impact 
differences between preferred Pacheco Pass network alternative and 
the most promising Altamont Pass network alternative.  Based on 
this information, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
concurred that the Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San 
Francisco via San Jose was the corridor most likely to contain the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 
2008.    

I427-18 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources impacts 
were not identified as requiring further work.  Like the original Bay 
Area to Central Valley Program EIR, the recirculated material 
involves a programmatic level of detail. The data for biological 
resources and wetlands were interpreted and synthesized to the 
appropriate level for a program-level environmental analysis.  Refer 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1425

 
 

to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final Program EIR.  As noted in Chapter 
8 of the Final Program EIR, the U.S. EPA and the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers concurred with this level of information to identify the 
Pacheco Pass network alternative serving San Francisco via San Jose 
was the corridor most likely to contain the Least Environmentally 
Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) in 2008.  The Superior 
Court in the Town of Atherton case concluded that the level of detail 
was adequate for a Program EIR.    

I427-19 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 
Program EIR.  The biological analysis was based on the thresholds 
and criteria set in CEQA Appendix G.  Impacts on nonsensitive 
species and habitats were not considered a criterion to base 
decisions of identifying a preferred alternative.  Methods of impact 
evaluation for the project were developed with input from both state 
and federal resource agencies.  Additional detailed information 
regarding potentially affected species will be provided in the 
subsequent project-level environmental evaluation and 
documentation.  This information will include species descriptions, 
distribution, seasonal activity, range, reproduction, habitat 
characteristics, population status, threats, conservation status, and a 
detailed evaluation of effects of the project and proposed mitigation. 

I427-20 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Biological resources was not 
one of those topics.  Refer to Chapter 3.15 of the 2008 Final 

Program EIR.  The analysis in Chapter 3.15 also identifies the need 
for field reconnaissance–level surveys to be conducted as part of the 
future Tier 2 project-level environmental analysis.  These future 
surveys will determine specific habitat conditions and impacts along 
the entire preferred HST network alternative and surrounding areas.  
This detailed analysis will identify specifically where there are 
construction and operation impacts, including noise, vibration, and 
potential pollution concerns, on critical wildlife corridors, wetlands, 
sensitive habitat, and special-status species.  At the project level, 
alignments would be further designed to avoid or minimize potential 
impacts.  Mitigation strategies identified at the program level will be 
refined and applied at the project level to mitigate significant 
impacts.  The Authority will continue coordination with all agencies 
and organizations involved to identify specific issues and develop 
solutions that avoid, minimize, and mitigate potential biological 
impacts. 

I427-21 
The Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  One of these topics included 
a revised description of the HST alignment between San Jose and 
Gilroy.  This revised description of the HST alignment clarifies that 
the HST tracks would be placed adjacent to, and not within, the 
right-of-way owned by UPRR in this area.  The revised project 
description does not result in changes to the discussion of biological 
resources and wetland impacts as included in the May 2008 Final 
Program EIR, however, because the study area as discussed in the 
2008 Final Program EIR extended out 1,000 ft in urban areas and 
0.25 mile in rural areas on each side of the alignment.  The impacts 
analysis in the 2008 Final Program EIR, therefore remains valid.   
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Comment Letter I428 (Steve Matthews, April 26, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I428 (Steve Matthews, April 26, 2010) 

I428-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise, public safety, and 
community cohesion impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified 
that the HST project would result in significant impacts to the 
physical environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the 
EIR each involve adverse environmental impacts, along with 
substantial project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies 
to address the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In 
addition, the EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, 
significant adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though 
the scale and location of these impacts may differ between 
alternatives.  Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be 
conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I428-2 
See Standard Response 3.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise and vibration 
impacts and mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I428-3 
See Standard Response 7 regarding Eminent Domain. 
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Comment Letter I429 (Hopkins and Carley, April 20, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I429 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I429 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I429 (Hopkins and Carley, April 20, 2010) 

I429-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Responses 2 and 3 
regarding tiering and the level of detail appropriate for a program 
EIR.  The effect of the high-speed train alignment on potential 
development consistent with the Communications Hill Specific Plan is 
beyond the scope of the Program EIR, but will be examined at the 
project-EIR level in the event that this area is part of the selected 
network alternative.      

I429-2 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Site specific impacts to 
planned public and private improvement projects will be part of 
subsequent project-level environmental documents.  The Authority 
will consider the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS 
processes. The Authority notes that there are bridge types and 
construction techniques that would not preclude the ability to 
construct a future bridge over a widened railway corridor.   

I429-3 
The Authority appreciates the comment.  Site specific to planned 
public and private improvement projects will be part of subsequent 
project-level environmental documents.  The Authority will consider 
the comment as part of the project-level EIR/EIS processes.  Note 
that evaluation of a combined HST and Caltrain railway corridor in 
this area would consider a right of way approximately 100 feet wide.  
This would not preclude the use of precast concrete girders or steel 
girders that could span over the railway corridor and not interfere 
with train operations.     

I429-4 
Comment noted. The traffic impact analysis study conducted at the 
project-level would evaluate the congestion on nearby affected 
streets due to the proposed modification to Monterey Highway. The 
Changes in traffic volumes on parallel streets and the effect of these 
changed volumes on roadway operations would be evaluated. 

Detailed information and analysis of any potential traffic impacts  
and feasible mitigation measures will be included in project-level 
EIR/EIS traffic impact analysis study and documented in a Traffic, 
Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. 

I429-5 
Impacts to traffic circulation due to the proposed project would be 
evaluated in detail under the project-level traffic impact analysis 
study. The traffic impact analysis study would also evaluate non-
motorized connections to and across HST facilities and the effect of 
the project on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle facilities. 
Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to and 
across HST facilities will also be analyzed. Detailed information and 
analysis of all potential traffic impacts including  impacts to 
pedestrian and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be 
documented in a Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. 

I429-6 
Comment noted. The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor 
originated because UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of 
its right-of-way. The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six 
to four lanes for the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST 
project is supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. 
Detailed traffic analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the 
impacts due to reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future 
traffic operations on Monterey Highway and any other affected 
roadways will be evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts 
due to the proposed modification of the highway. The traffic impact 
analysis study will also evaluate permanent and construction-related 
(temporary) impacts to affected roadways, intersections, parking, 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities.  Feasible mitigation measures will 
also be discussed at the project-level. 

I429-7 
Details on potential impacts and mitigations related to specific 
private crossings will be studied during the project level 
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environmental process. It is the policy of the Authority to maintain 
existing accesses to private property whenever feasible and to 
provide for alternate access where the existing access must be 
closed.  More detailed information and analysis will be part of a 
project-level EIR/EIS because the determination of impact is a 
product of the HST system design and can only be done at the 
project level.  See also Standard Response 3.   

I429-8 
See Standard Response 3.          

More detailed information and analysis of noise impacts and 
mitigation will be included in project-level EIR/EISs.   

I429-9 
The HST project under consideration in the Program EIR includes 
grade separations to fully separate the HST from local automobile 
and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project also includes a fully access-
controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access controls 
on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, are 
anticipated to prevent easy pedestrian access to the rail tracks.  The 
HST system includes state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and 
automated train control systems to minimize the potential for 
derailment. 

I429-10 
See Response to Comment I165-9. 
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Comment Letter I430 (R. Clark Morrison, April 23, 2010) 
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Comment Letter I430 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I430 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I430 - Continued 
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Comment Letter I430 - Continued 
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Response to Letter I430 (R. Clark Morrison, April 23, 2010) 

I430-1 
The analysis of number of parking spaces required and the 
placement of the parking facilities will be conducted in the project-
level EIR/EIS.  This information will be documented in a Traffic, 
Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. Potential parking impacts will 
be evaluated based on the existing and future parking supply and 
the projected parking demand. Parking demand will be based upon 
the patronage and mode of access forecasts at each proposed 
station, including parking and related circulation impacts for adjacent 
neighborhoods.  

I430-2 
See Response to Comment I430-1. 

I430-3 
Detailed parking, pedestrian, transit, construction and cumulative 
transportation impacts of the proposed HST project in San Jose will 
be fully analyzed only in the project-level EIR/EIS. This level of 
analysis cannot be conducted in the program-level traffic impact 
analysis study.  

I430-4 
Comment noted. This level of traffic analyis cannot be conducted in 
a program-level traffic impact analysis study. However, potential 
changes in traffic volumes on surface streets located near proposed 
HST stations and the effect of these changed traffic volumes on 
traffic operations of these roadways and critical intersections will be 
evaluated in the project-level traffic impact analysis study. All 
roadways near proposed HST stations which would operate at 
unacceptable conditions due to addition of the proposed HST station 
would be identified and feasible mitigation measures will be 
proposed. A complete traffic impact analysis shows the streets and 
intersections that could be affected by the proposed station at San 
Jose, in addition to other analysis, is required. Such a detailed study 
will be conducted at the project-level. This information will be 

documented in a draft traffic eport and in a draft EIR/EIS, both of 
which will be available for public review. The public can then review 
the potential impacts and feasible mitigation measures and provide  
comments which will be considered while preparing the final EIR/EIS 
and Traffic, Transit, Circulation and Parking Report.  

I430-5 
Detailed parking, pedestrian, transit, construction and cumulative 
transportation impacts of the HST Project in San Jose will be fully 
analyzed only in the project-level EIR/EIS. This level of analysis 
cannot be conducted in the program-level analysis which would also 
consider proposed HST stations.  

I430-6 
The analysis of number of parking spaces required and the 
placement of the parking facilities will be conducted in the project-
level EIR/EIS.  This information will be documented in a Traffic, 
Transit, Circulation and Parking Report. Potential parking impacts will 
be evaluated based on the existing and future parking supply and 
the projected parking demand. Parking demand will be based upon 
the patronage and mode of access forecasts at each proposed 
station, including parking and related circulation impacts for adjacent 
neighborhoods.   The parking demand data will be revised at the 
program-level. A complete analysis of potential parking impacts and 
feasible mitigation measures will be discussed in the project-level 
traffic impact analysis study. The project-level traffic impact analysis 
study will explain the reason for the difference between parking 
demand numbers estimated at the program and project levels, if 
any.  

I430-7 
See Response to Comment I430-6. 

I430-8 
See Response to Comment I430-6. 
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I430-9 
The project-level traffic impact analysis study will evaluate the effect 
of the project on existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities. Potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle connections to 
and across HST facilities will be analyzed. Detailed information and 
analysis of potential traffic impacts including  impacts to pedestrian 
and bike facilities and feasible mitigation measures will be included 
in project-level EIR/EISs and documented in a Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation and Parking Report. 

I430-10 
The program-level traffic impact analysis study conducted a high-
level traffic analysis, as is the norm. The traffic impact analysis study 
in the project-level, on the other hand, will look at impacts to transit 
at a more detailed level including potential for inadequate capacity of 
feeder bus service, potential for traffic congestion from project to 
disrupt or delay bus service that serve or run near stations or other 
transit operations. Potential impacts of project construction on 
transit service will also be evaluated in detail. 

I430-11 
See Response to Comment 1052-5 regarding construction.   

I430-12 
The 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR Material addresses those topics 
identified in the final judgment for the Town of Atherton litigation as 
requiring corrective work under CEQA.  Cumulative impacts was not 
one of those topics.  Cumulative impacts were considered in Chapter 
3.17 of the May 2008 Final Program EIR.  A list of detailed projects 
and plans used in the analysis are listed and discussed in Appendix 
3.17-A.  A definition of cumulative impacts per CEQA and NEPA is 
included in Chapter 3.17.  Sufficient detail is provided for this 
program-level analysis, and further analysis will be included in the 
project-level environmental analyses, when more detailed 
engineering, design, and location information will be available for the 
HST system and when future projects can be considered in more 
detail, in relation to the network alternative ultimately selected by 
the Authority for further study. 

I430-13 
We disagree that it is necessary to revise and recirculate the 
program EIR a second time based on the comments in this letter.  
The issues identified in the letter have been addressed at the 
program level.  If the Authority proceeds with a network alternative 
that involves San Jose, the issues identified will be addressed with 
site-specific detail in project-level EIRs. 
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Comment Letter I431 (Richard O. Bartel, April 20, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I431 (Richard O. Bartel, April 20, 2010) 

I431-1 
See Standard Response 10. 
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Comment Letter I432 (Hector Gutierrez, April 25, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I432 (Hector Gutierrez, April 25, 2010) 

I432-1 
See Standard Response 6 regarding property values. 
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Comment Letter I433 (Yania and Doug Munro, April 16, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I433 (Yania and Doug Munro, April 16, 2010) 

I433-1 
The comment expresses concerns about noise, vibration, visual, and 
safety impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR identified that the HST 
project would result in significant impacts to the physical 
environment.  The 21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each 
involve adverse environmental impacts, along with substantial 
project benefits.  The EIR identified mitigation strategies to address 
the adverse impacts to the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the 
EIR discloses that regardless of alternative selected, significant 
adverse environmental impacts are anticipated, though the scale and 
location of these impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional 
site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-
level EIR/EISs.  
 
This comment also expresses concerns about the impacts on 
property values.  See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on 
residential property values. 

I433-2 
The HST project under consideration in the Program EIR includes 
grade separations to fully separate the HST from local automobile 
and pedestrian traffic.  The HST project also includes a fully access-
controlled guideway with intrusion monitoring.  The access controls 
on the HST guideway, combined with the grade separation, are 
anticipated to prevent easy pedestrian access to the rail tracks.  The 
HST system includes state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and 
automated train control systems to minimize the potential for 
derailment; therefore, it would not result in safety issues for children 
walking to and from school. 

I433-3 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 

the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the impacts due to 
reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on 
Monterey Highway and any other affected roadways will be 
evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts due to the 
proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic congestion 
to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency vehicles will 
also be evaluated.   

I433-4 
The comment expresses concerns about traffic congestion, and 
safety impacts. See the Response to Comment I433-1, above. 

I433-5 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to the 
Downtown Morgan Hill redevelopment area.  As discussed above, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discusses impacts to communities at a program level.  
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs.  

I433-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 

I433-7 
Please see Response to Comment I435-7. 

I433-8 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 
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Comment Letter I434 (Michelle Cotta, April 16, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I434 (Michelle Cotta, April 16, 2010) 

I434-1 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including noise, vibration, visual, safety, and 
property value impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material identified that the HST project 
would result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 
21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property 
values. 

I434-2 
See Response to Comment 1433-2. 

I434-3 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 
the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the impacts due to 
reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on 
Monterey Highway and any other affected roadways will be 
evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts due to the 
proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic congestion 

to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency vehicles will 
also be evaluated.   

I434-4 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including traffic congestion, noise, and 
potential accidents.  As discussed in the Response to Comment I434-
1, the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified that the HST project would result in significant 
impacts to the physical environment.  Additional site-specific analysis 
of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I434-5 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to the 
Downtown Morgan Hill redevelopment area.  As discussed above, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discusses impacts to communities at a program level.  
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs.  

I434-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 

I434-7 
Please see Response to Comment I435-7. 

I434-8 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 
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Comment Letter I435 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I435 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 14, 2010) 

I435-1 
Comment acknowledged. The San Jose to Merced project team has 
been holding meetings in the Gilroy-San Martin-Morgan Hill area 
since March 2009 soliciting input from the community. 

I435-2 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including noise, vibration, visual, safety, and 
property value impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material identified that the HST project 
would result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 
21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property 
values. 

I435-3 
See Response to Comment 1433-2. 

I435-4 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 
the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the impacts due to 

reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on 
Monterey Highway and any other affected roadways will be 
evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts due to the 
proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic congestion 
to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency vehicles will 
also be evaluated.   

I435-5 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including traffic congestion, noise, and 
potential accidents.  As discussed in the Response to Comment I435-
2, the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified that the HST project would result in significant 
impacts to the physical environment.  Additional site-specific analysis 
of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I435-6 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to the 
Downtown Morgan Hill redevelopment area.  As discussed above, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discusses impacts to communities at a program level.  
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs.  

I435-7 
Comment acknowledged. US 101 alternative alignments will be 
evaluated as part of the project-level EIR/EIS analysis. 

I435-8 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 
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Comment Letter I436 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I436 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 14, 2010) 

I436-1 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including noise, vibration, visual, safety, and 
property value impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material identified that the HST project 
would result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 
21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property 
values. 

I436-2 
See Response to Comment 1433-2. 

I436-3 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 
the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the impacts due to 
reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on 
Monterey Highway and any other affected roadways will be 
evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts due to the 

proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic congestion 
to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency vehicles will 
also be evaluated.   

I436-4 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including traffic congestion, noise, and 
potential accidents.  As discussed in the Response to Comment I436-
1, the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified that the HST project would result in significant 
impacts to the physical environment.  Additional site-specific analysis 
of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I436-5 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to the 
Downtown Morgan Hill redevelopment area.  As discussed above, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discusses impacts to communities at a program level.  
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs.  

I436-6 
Please see Response to Comment I435-7. 

I436-7 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 
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Comment Letter I437 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 14, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I437 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 14, 2010) 

I437-1 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including noise, vibration, visual, safety, and 
property value impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material identified that the HST project 
would result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 
21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property 
values. 

I437-2 
See Response to Comment 1433-2. 

I437-3 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 
the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the impacts due to 
reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on 
Monterey Highway and any other affected roadways will be 
evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts due to the 

proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic congestion 
to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency vehicles will 
also be evaluated.   

I437-4 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including traffic congestion, noise, and 
potential accidents.  As discussed in the Response to Comment I437-
1, the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified that the HST project would result in significant 
impacts to the physical environment.  Additional site-specific analysis 
of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I437-5 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to the 
Downtown Morgan Hill redevelopment area.  As discussed above, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discusses impacts to communities at a program level.  
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs.  

I437-6 
Comment acknowledged. 

I437-7 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 

 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley High-Speed Train Revised Final Program EIR  Response to Comments from Individuals 

 

  Page 16-1454

 
 

Comment Letter I438 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 16, 2010) 
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Response to Letter I438 (Concerned residents of Morgan Hill, April 16, 2010) 

I438-1 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including noise, vibration, visual, safety, and 
property value impacts.  The 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 
Revised Draft Program EIR Material identified that the HST project 
would result in significant impacts to the physical environment.  The 
21 network alternatives studied in the EIR each involve adverse 
environmental impacts, along with substantial project benefits.  The 
EIR identified mitigation strategies to address the adverse impacts to 
the greatest extent feasible.  In addition, the EIR discloses that 
regardless of alternative selected, significant adverse environmental 
impacts are anticipated, though the scale and location of these 
impacts may differ between alternatives.  Additional site-specific 
analysis of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  
 
See Standard Response 6 regarding impacts on residential property 
values. 

I438-2 
See Response to Comment 1433-2. 

I438-3 
The  need to use the Monterey Highway corridor originated because 
UPRR has stated its unwillingness to allow use of its right-of-way. 
The proposal to reduce Monterey Highway from six to four lanes for 
the purpose of accommodating the proposed HST project is 
supported by both the City of San Jose and Caltrans. Detailed traffic 
analysis at the project-level EIR/EIS will evaluate the impacts due to 
reduction in lanes of Monterey Highway. Future traffic operations on 
Monterey Highway and any other affected roadways will be 
evaluated to determine the potential traffic impacts due to the 
proposed modification of the highway. Potential for traffic congestion 
to change or disrupt access or circulation of emergency vehicles will 
also be evaluated.   

I438-4 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts along the 
Old Monterey Highway, including traffic congestion, noise, and 
potential accidents.  As discussed in the Response to Comment I438-
1, the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program 
EIR Material identified that the HST project would result in significant 
impacts to the physical environment.  Additional site-specific analysis 
of impacts will be conducted for the project-level EIR/EISs.  

I438-5 
The comment expresses concerns about potential impacts to the 
Downtown Morgan Hill redevelopment area.  As discussed above, 
the 2008 Final Program EIR and the 2010 Revised Draft Program EIR 
Material discusses impacts to communities at a program level.  
Additional site-specific analysis of impacts will be conducted for the 
project-level EIR/EISs.  

I438-6 
See Standard Response 6 regarding the requirements of CEQA and 
quality of life impacts. 

I438-7 
Please see Response to Comment I435-7. 

I438-8 
This comment is conclusionary in nature.  See specific responses 
above. 

  

 




